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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuEsDAY, July 30, 1912. 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer : 
Infinite and eternal spirit, father of all souls, we thank Thee 

for the precious thought taught and exemplified in the life and 
character of the Je us of Nazareth which tends to solidify all 
nations into one family; that what hurts one nation hurts all 
the peoples . of the world; what helps one helps Thy children 
everywhere; hence our hearts go out in sympathy for the 
stricken and mourning people of Japan in the loss of their be
loved Emperor who has led them throtigh all the vicissitudes 
attending their country for 40 years, ever onward and upward, 
to the betterment of conditions in the home, society, and gov
ernment. Teach them that God lives and reigns in the hearts 
of men. Grant, 0 most merciful Father, that they may find 
in the new Emperor one who will lead them on to the better
ment of conditions in the arts of peace, happiness, and good 
will, and Thine be the praise in the name of the Prince of Peace. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by 1\Ir. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that . the Senate had agreed to the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill ( S. 5545) providing for 
the issuing of patent to entrymen for homesteads upon reclama
tion projects. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following order: 

01·dered, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate to the House 
of Representatives an attested copy of the answer of Robert W. Arch
bald, additional circuit judge of the United States for the third judicial 
circuit, to the articles of impeachment. · 

STREET RAILWAY, TERRITORY OF HAWAII. 

l\fr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 18041, 
with a Seµate amendment, and to concur in the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There is a special order to-day. 
The SPEAKF..iR. The legislative situation is that there is a 

special order giving the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] 
right of way with the Indian appropriation bill. 

l\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. That bill is H. R. 20728. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia says it will 

only take a minute in this case. If the gentleman from Texas 
will yield to the gentleman froni Virginia, why, the Chair is 
willing to entertain the request. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I withhold, as I understand this 
is merely to correct a mistake. 

. The SPF.;AKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 18041) granting a franchise for the construction, main

tenance, and operation of a street rallway system in the district of 
South Hilo, county of Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii. 

The SPEAKER. What is the amendment? . 
l\fr. FLOOD of Virginia. To insert the word " freight." 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Senate amendment was reported. 
l\fr. FLOOD of Virginia. I desire to say that the word 

"freight" was in the bill when it was first reported from tile 
- Committee on the Territories. In some way it was not printed, 

and the committee ordered a reprint iri order to get that word in, 
and when the bill passed the House in some way the original 
print was passed instead of the reprint, and the bill went to 
the Senate, and there the word "freight" was inserted in it 
because the House wanted it done and the Senate thought it 
proper it should be done. That is the only amendment to the 
bill. 

l\fr. MANN. Is it not rather an important amendment? 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. It is. 
Mr. MANN. The bill as read to the House, a copy of the 

bill which I had as reported to the House, did not contain the 
word "freight." 

l\lr. FLOOD of Virginia. The committee intended that word 
to be in the bill, and I believe the · House thought it . was there 
at the time it was passed. 

Mr. MANN. I am sure the House did not think it. 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. At any rate, it ought to be there, 

and the Senate has put it in. The fact that the word was in 
the bill as reported was discussed when the matter was before 
the House, because I remember stating that the only objection 
to this bill came from a steam railroad that this electric line 
was to parallel for a short distance, and that the steam roa-d 

di~ not want the electi'ic .line to have the right to carry freight. 
~his. amendment gives that right, and without this amendment . 
it might not h_ave th~ right to carry freight. With this amend
m~nt left out the_ steam railroad will ha·rn accomplished by a
m1stake what it could not accomplish directly. 

l\f r. MANN. The steam railroad had no occasion to accom
plish anything in the House-

.Mr. FLOOD of. Virginia. It tried to do it. 
Mr. MANN. Because the committee reported the street rail

way franchise without the word "freight" in it. 
, l\Ir. FLOOD of Virglnia. It was reported with the word 
"freight " in it, but in the printing of the bill the word 
"freight" was left out, and then the committee ordered a re
print with _the word "freight" in it, a.n~ by some mi take 
~hen the bill passed the House the original print was passed 
mstead of the reprint. 

M:~-. MANN. Of course the committee did not have .any au
thority to order a reprint. The print of a bill when it is 
reported to the House is not made by the committee but by the 
House. This bill was not printed with the word "freight" 
in it. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. The second print had the word 
" freight " in. 

Mr. MANN. Another print was made that Members of the 
H~use did not have and the Clerk will not have. We got the 
prmted bill as reported, and we are entitled to believe that is 
the print of the bill as reported. Now, this is a very important 
ma~ter, as to whether a street car franchise should include 
freight. I am not going to object to the request, but it seems 
to me a very carele s way of enacting legislation. . . 

l\Ir. FLOOD of Virginia. The carelessness was not mine or 
that of the Committee on Territories. · · 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unan-
1m?us c.onsent to take from the Speaker's table this bill and 
concur m the Senate amendment. Is there objection? (After 
a pause.) '.rhe Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ORA VENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills re· 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 'bills 
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 16518. An act for the relief of the Fifth-Third National 
Bank of Cincinnati, Ohio; and · 

H. R. 18041. An act granting a franchise for the construction 
~ain~enance, and operation of a street railway system in th~ 
d1stnct of South Hilo, county of Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii. 

The SPEAKER .announced his signature to enrolled.joint reso-
lution of the following title: . · · · · 

S. J. Res.122. Joint resolution providing for the payment of 
the expenses of the Senate in the impeachment trial of Robert 
W. Archbald. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL • 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take from 
the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 20728, the special order for 
this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
A. bill (H. R. 20728) ma.king appropriations· for the current and 

contmgent expenses of the .Bureau of Indian Affairs f~r fulfi.IUng 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913. ' 

Mr. STEP~NS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that it be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole House on 1.he state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to consider this bill in the House as in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Is there objec
tion? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. l\fr. Speaker, I think that 
order has already been made by unanimous consent. 

l\Ir. l\I.AN~. I think not. That would resfrict the time of 
debate to five minutes to any l\fember who obtained tb.e floor. 
'.rhe gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RUCKER] desires some time 
and I might need some time myself. . . . 

The SPEAKER. The RECORD shows that this order was 
agreed to on July 25, 1912, and it states: · 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, by unanimous consent, Or· 
der·ed, That on Tuesday next, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal , the bill H. R. 20728, with Senate amendments, be taken from 
the Speaker's table and considered in the House as in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the .Union. 

l\Ir. STEPH_ENS of 'l'exas. Now, l\.Ir. ~pe~ker, I move that 
all the Senate amendments to this bill be disagreed to and 

, conferees be appointed on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. · · 
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The SPEAKER. - The gentleman from Texas [l\Ir. STEPHENS] 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be taken from the 
Speaker's table and all the Senate amendments disagreed to. 

:Mr.. l\f.A.NN. l\Ir. Speaker, it is already taken froin the 
Speaker's table under the order. Now, the gentleman from 
Colorado [.M:r. RUCKER] desires time to discuss one of the 
amendments. I suggest he take the time now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I think there should be 
a limitation in this time, and I hope before the gentleman from 
Texas [l\Ir. STEPHENS] yields the floor · that he will insist on 
an agreement as to time, and hold the floor and yield it himself._ 

Ur. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I believe under the 
rule I am entitled to an hour, and I think that is all we · should 
devote to the bill. · 

1\1r. MANN. · Under the rules the gentleman. would be entitled 
to frve minutes. 

The SPEAKER. If it is considered in the House as in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
undoubtedly the five-minute rule prevails. That is one of the 
chief objects of considering it in that way. 

l\fr. BURKE of South Dakota. This unanimous-consent order 
that · was obtained was under an arrangement made by the 
chairman of the committee and the gentleman from Colorado 
[l\Ir. RucKER] by which it was understood the gentleman from 
Colorado was to have some time to discuss the amendment upon. 
which I understand he desires to make a motion to concur. 

l\Ir. 1\1.A.NN. It was understood he was to have an hour's 
time. 

The SPEAKER. There was something said about an hour. 
There is not any question about that, although the memory of 
the Chair concerning it is somewhat hazy. 

l\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. That was on yesterday. 
l\Ir. Ul\TDERWOOD. There was nothing said. If the sug

gestion h<.'d been made, I would have objected. 
l\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. That was a private arrange

ment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS], and I will 
say· to the gentleman from Alabama [l\Ir. UNDERWOOD] that, so 
far as the chairman of the committee and other members of 
the committee are concerned, I think they are opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Colorado, but they will con
sume very few minutes, even if the gentleman from Colorado 
is given an hour. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. l\Iy objection .to this matter is that 
there are four important bills here on the Speaker's table that 
ought to go to conference-three tariff bills and the sundry 
civil bill-and I think no lengthy delay ought to be occasioned. 
I hope the gentleman can agree on a reasonable time for debate. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Let the gentleman have 30 min
utes by unanimous consent, if the House will agree to that, and 
I think we will not need that much time in reply on our side. 
. Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I really understood last night 

that there was a tentative agreement that I should have an 
hour in which to present this matter. 
· Mr: MANN. l\Ir. Speaker, the other day when this matter 

was up I first objected to sending this bill to conference with
out consideration, in the temporary absence of the gentleman 
from Colorado [l\Ir. RUCKER] . It was stated then privately 
among gentlemen that he desired an hour's time, and it was 
agreed among them that he ought to have the hour's time if 
the bill can be disposed of from the Speaker's table; and it 
was only in that way that unanimous consent was granted, and 
I think he should have his hour's time. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We would be willing, I think, on 
our side to accept 15 minutes if the gentleman will agree to 
use only 45 .minutes on his side. It is only one amendment. 

l\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. So far as the amendment is 
concerned on which the gentleman from Colorado desires to 
make a motion to concur, I think . the debate ought to be 
limited to an hour, the gentleman from Colorado [l\fr. RucKER] 
to have 45 minutes and the gentleman from Texas [l\fr. STE
PHENS] .to control 15 minutes. I do not know how much time 
other gentlemen may desire in which to discuss this bill as to 
any other amendments. So far as I am concerned, I do not 
desire to discuss any amendment .. 

l\Ir. RUCKER of Colorado. That is satisfactory to me. 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. l\fr. Speaker, I have no objection to 

that arrangement, unless there is going to be unlimited time 
consumed with other amendments, and if we are going to make 
an agreement as to division of time, I think there should be 
an entire agreement as to that division. 
, l\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. l\fy suggestion was only 

with reference to this particular amendment. I do not know 
that there is any other amendment to the bill that any gen
tleman desires' to debate. 

XL VIII--622 

l\fr. MANN. · Tl1ere are several amendments in the bill that 
I desire to discuss. I am perfectly willing to take a limited 
time. 

Mr. STEPHE~S of Texas. What time does the gentleman 
from I11inois [l\1r. l\f.ANN] desire? 

Ur. MANN. Under the circumstances, 15 minntes. Possibly 
I will not use that. 

l\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas. An hour and a quarter. Would 
that be satisfactory, then? . 

l\fr. U:i\"'DERWOOD. I think so, if the gentleman asks that 
all debate on the proposition be closed at a quarter of 1. 

Mr. 1\IANN. There are 57 amendments to this bill--
1\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas. .Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent that debate be closed on the bill and amendments, and 
final vote be taken at 15 minutes to 1, and the previous ques-
tion be cohsidered as ordered at that time. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] 
asks unanimous consent that debate on this bill and amend
ments close at 15 minutes before 1 o'clock, at which time the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered. 

l\fr. 1\1.A.NN. What is the request? 
'.rhe SPEAKER. That the debate on this bill and amendments 

close at 15 minutes to 1 o'clock, and at that time the previous 
question be considered as ordered. 

l\fr. l\f.A.NN. How is tlle time to be controlled? 
l\fr. STEPHE~S of Texas. Fifteen minutes by myself, 15 

minutes by the gentleman from Illinois [l\Ir. l\I.A..NN]. and 45 
minutes by the gentleman from Colorado [l\fr. RUCKER]. • 

l\fr. ·l\fANN. Fifteen minutes to me? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Fifteen minutes to the gentleman 

from Illinois. 
l\Ir. l\IAJ\TN. Would that still give the right to move to con

cur after the previous question? 
l\Ir. STEPHENS of Te..~as. I understand the gentleman from 

Colorado [Mr. RucKER] intends to moye to concur in amend
ment No. 91. 

The SPEAKER. A.s at present advised, the Chair thinks 
after; the previous question is ordered it does not cut out a mo
tion to concur. 

Mr. MANN. · It certainly does not. 
The SPEAKER Is there objection? 
Ur. l\fILLER. Reserving the right to object, I want to be 

clear about how this time is to be divided. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas,. Fifteen minutes on the part of 

the committee, 15 minutes on the part of the gentleman from 
Illinoi~ [l\Ir. l\I.ANN], and 45 minutes on the part of the gentle
man from Colorado fl\fr. RUCKER] . 

l\fr. MILLER. l\fr. Speaker, may I ask if it is not rather 
unusual, when the Indian appropriation bill is to be considered, 
that the committee is to have 15 minutes, and the gentleman 
from Illinois [l\fr. l\f.A N] a like amount, and the gentleman 
from Golorado [l\Ir. RUCKER] 45 minutes? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We are trying to arriYe at an 
agreement, so as to save time. 

l\fr. MILLER. That may all be true, but several other mem
bers of the committee may have something that they care to 
say on the ame question that was raised by ·the gentlemnu from · 
Illinois [Mr. 1\1.ANN]. I do not care to say anything, so far as I · 
am concerned, but if the gentleman from Illinois is to have rn 
minutes, which seems to be somewhat incongruous, and if the 
a rrnngemf'nt is made in order to accommodate him, I think it is 
entirely right, yet I do not think--

1\fr. 1\1.A.NN. I am entitled to 15 hours, if I care to take it, 
under the rules. 

l\Ir. MILLER. The gentleman from Colorado [l\!r. RucKER] 
is looking out for his State, and-

The· SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\fr. MILLER. I object to that arrangement. 
l\lr. ROUSE. Regular order ! 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Then, l\Ir. Speaker, we shall have to 

proceed under the five-minute rule. 
l\Ir. 1\1.A.NN. I give notice now that there will be no more 

bills taken from the Speaker's table by unanimous consent and 
disagreed to if such an arrangement as this is not kept. 

Mr. Ul\TDERWOOD. When the gentleman from Illinois will 
point out arrangements that are made in this House they will 
be observed, but when the gentleman makes a private arrange- · 
ment without the knowledge of the floor leader on this side he 
can not expect that it will be observed. The suggestion .came 
from that side of the House, and--

l\Ir. l\I.A..1"\TN. This bill was taken from the Speaker's table 
the other day by unanimous consent, with the distinct state
ment that the gentleman from Colorado [l\!r. RUCKER] should 
have an hour's time. 
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· Mr. UNDERWOOD. I.f the gentleman will refer to that 
statement in the REcoRD, the arrang~ment will be ob erve& 

l\Ir. l'i1ANN. It may not be in the RECORD. If private ar
rangements. made in good faith can not be observed to, the con
Cluct of a bill, we will h.,'lye the regular orde1r all the ti.Jne_ 

Mr. CARTEB.. Mr. Speaker, I want to submit a request for 
unanimous consent, and that is that we have one hour and a 
half of debate, 15 minutes of which shall be controlled by. the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], 45 minutes by the gentle
man from Colorado [Mr. RucKER], and 30 minutes by the com
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. That would run to 1 o'clock, instead of 15, 
minutes to 1. 

Mt. CARTER. Yes; it would last 15 minutes longer. 
'Jl'he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Ml:. CAR

TER] asks unanimous consent that this debate close at 1 o'clock. 
The Chair supposes that the request of the gentleman from 
T~xas. [Mr; STEPHENS] as to the pr.e'Vious question goes with it ? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. 
1\Ir. l\fANN. I understood that he requests centain time. 
The SPEAKER. Yes. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 

CA'RTERJ a:sks unanimous consent that debate on these amend
ments and this conference report close at 1 o'clock, and that at 
that time the previous question Eihall be considered as ordered 
and that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] shall have 15 
minutes, the committee 30. minutes, and the ,gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. RucKER] 45 minutes. 
• Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 

to object, I wish to make this statement. li desire to giv~ gen
tlemen. on the floor of this Honse a reasonable opportumty to 
consider these bills. I have no desire to do otherwise. But, with 
four imporrhmt bills a.waiting the action of the House to go to 
conference, which, if not disposed of, will delay the final ad;
jon:rnmen.t of. this Con:gre s, I want gentlemen to nruierstand 
frolllJ now on that if they desir~ to make a dinsion of time by 
aarecments on the floor of this House and want this side ot the 
House to c:ury out such agreements,, they mush either _ put 
them in the· RECORD or communicate with the fl.001· leader on 
this side of the House. 

l\Ir. UAJ\TN. Then I shall make no private agreements of 
any kind, after this bill is disposed of,. with the gentleman from 
.A'.lnbmna. 

l\1r. UNDERWOOD. I think the- gentleman is right about 
that. l do• not think they should be made. · 

l\:1n. MANN. They are made frequently with this s:ide by the 
gentleman from Alabama, and carried out. • 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. CARTER]? [After a pa.use:] The 
Chair hears n.-0ne. · ItJ was stated th.at the request of . the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. S'.IlEFHENS], to the effect that at 1 o'clock 
the previous. question be considered ordere~ should be a part of 
the request made by the gentleman from Okluhoma [ r. CA.R
TE&]. Is there objection to that? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. . 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Before that begins, 5 min
utes' time has gone. We can not have 15 minutes <1.nd 30 min
utes and 45 minutes by 1 o'clock. 

The SPIDAKER. That will mnke it 5 minutes after 1 o'clock. 
.ML". STEPHENS, of Texas. ~Ir. Speaker, amendment No. 

91 is the· amendment that is objected to by the gentleman from 
Oolorad-0 [1\Il'. RucKER] . That amendment reads in this way: 

(91) That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au
thorized and directed to pay to the administrator af the estate of .Tohn 
W West deceased out of any money in the Treasury of the United 
States stllJJ.ding to' the credit of the Cherokee Nation of Indians, the 
sum of $5 000 and interest thereon at the rate of 5 per cent pe1· an
num from' September 16, 1884, in full payment of the award mad,e by 
the commission appointed pursuant to the authority- contained in the 
seventh article of the treaty with the Cherokees promulgated August 
17 1846 and which award was approved· by the · Secretary- September 
16: 1884; and his action reaffirmed April 26, 1886. 

This matter has been before Congress for many, many yea.rs. 
I hold in my hand a statement from tile Secretary of the In
terior, dated July 24, 1912, in which this lllllgua.ge is used= 

Amendment No. 91, page 35, be!!'inn..ing. with line 7, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay 5,000 to the administrator of the 
estate of .John W. West, to~ther with interest thereon_ at the rate of 
5 per cent per annum from Mptember 16, 1884. in. full payment of the 
award made by the commission appointed pursuant to the authority 
contained in the seventh article of the treaty with the Cherokees-, pro
mulgated Au,,,"Ust 17,. 1 46, and whic.h award was approved! by- the Sec
retary of the Interior eptember 16; 1884, and since reaffirmed. This, 
claim has been pending before the department, this offi.ce, and Con
gress for a great many ye.ars. It has been carefully Inye~tigated and 
reconsidered'. a number of times. D. W. C. Dun.can. commu;s1oner OJlJ the 
part of the Cherokee Nation, and J . Q . Tufts, United States. Indian 
agent appointed pursuant to the seventh article of the treaty- of- 1846, 
repo1·ted in ·favor of the claim of the heirs of John W. West in the sum 
of $5,000, together with a "mod.erate rate of inter.est'' thereon. 

The Secretary of the.Interior' ays in -reg:lrd to a simii.ar Bill, 
on which he reported on December 26, 19R that- · 

The department during the last 25 yea.rs has made a number of reports 
on the claim in. question. The department, iTu its report dated December 
26, 1911, said that "in view of the history of this.. claim, the action 
heretofore made·thereon, and the long delay in the prosecution thereof," 
it would not be justified in recommending the. passage or H. R. 6544. 

That biJ.1 (H. R. 6544) is in the exact language of the amend
ment No. 91, proposed to be concurred in by the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. RucKER]. If we' concur in this amendment, we· 
do it over the objection of the department, ma.de in a letter dated 
Washington, D . c:, March 3, 1910, in which we find this 
language: 

The claim of certain heirs of .Tonn W. West- was so interwoven with 
this case that the record is very voluminous. Bills were introduced in 
Congre:ss- for the relief of. the heirs of John W. West on at least two 
occasions, but were never passed. Nothing in the record shows that 
these improvements were ever appraised at 42,000, as alleged by the 
attorneys in this case. 

The case having been fully, considere~ and long since closed, it ls not 
thou~ht that any action should be taken in. the matter. The.re is 
nothmg in the record to show that ID. C. Alberty,. who appears to have 
employed Messrs. Kight and' Lee, is in any way related to any of the 
parties to the claim. Bluford West was without children, and Nancy 
Markham, bis former wife, also appears to have died without issue. It 
bas been held that J"ohn W. West, being an emigrant Cherokee, liad 
no title and had never been. awarded any part of' the estate either by 
Congress or by any action of the Cherokee Nation, and it Albert;y 
claims as an heir of the .JGhn W. West estate,, there is nothing due. him. 

Very respectfully, 
.JESSE N. WILSON, Assistant Secretary. 

In the face of' these· adver e reports th-e Senate has put on 
thiB appropriation bill amendment No. 91, for the purpose of 
ta.king out of the- treasury of the Cherokee .r~ation $5,000 and 
paying this old stale cl:E.m. The Senate fuls- also added amend~ 
men ts amounting to between $7,000,000 and 8,000,000. Many of 
these amendments are claims similar to this. It this House is 
willing to pass tru.s West claim, th.en it instructs your com
mittee in effect to admit the rest of these claims:, amounting to 
several million dollars, as proper legislation on this Indian 
appropriation bill. 

This cla s of amendment.a has no place on an appropriation 
bill. and should not be considered here This est bill is on 
the Private Calenda..1' of· this House and can be culled up . under 
the rule of the House, when it can be thoroughly discus ed and 
its merits can be fully understood and' discussed by the Hou e . 
We should not stibmit to these claims being placed upon OU!"' . 

appropriation bills i:n the other bod in violation of' our rules 
and brought here, as is done in this ca e; fn the hope that we 
will have to take-them as a whore or reject them as a whole: 

1 reserve tl1e balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER. 'I'he, gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RucNEB] 

is recognized fo'l! 45 minutes. .. 
JUr. RUCKER ef Colorado. l\fr. Speaker, it is early in the 

morning and r trust that your eyes are cleai·. :E want simply 
to brush the cobwebs away from this proposition. I want to 
address myself first to the lmvyers of this body, and next I want 
to uddress myself to the laymen in J)ehalf of the justice of this 
claim. 

There- are many dutie de-volving upon Members of Congress. 
The amount of money involved in this claim is small, 5,000' 
with inte:rest, runountin~ in all to 10,0 0, and I do not believe 
there is any lawyer in this body who would: have undertaken ta 
go thnoughi this record and look at it from a lawyer's stand,.. 
point for as much money as there is involved in it. 

I want to begin by sn:ying that while· iii ts an old claim, and 
laches has been set up as. an objection against it, I am going
to develDp the- fact that the laches has been upon the part of 
the Cherokee Nation and the Government of the United Stutes, 
and was not chargeable to the claim.a.n1Is who u.re now asking for 
this- relief. Kot one of the e claimants is a constituent of mine. 
I do not know one of them ~rsonnlly. I was chosen as the 
chaim:nan of a subcommittee to examine this claim, and I want 
to say irr this connection that before 1 was honored with mem
bership upon. the Indian Committee ] diS':!u.ssed this case with 
the chairman. of the eommittee. who in lSOO put in a similm.: 
bill of which this is a verbatim copy, fol' the allowance of this 
clalm, and when he replies I am going to ask him to tell us what 
change has come over the sni:cit. of his d~ea.ms to make him 
re-rerse the judgment that he formed when he introduced that 
bill in behalf of these claimants whose claim he is now op
posing. 

Something has been said to the effect th::tt this claim should 
not l)e paid beeause John W . We twas not a. We tern Cherokee; 
that he was an· Eastern Cherokee, :rnd therefore did not come 
within the ti·eaty; and that the a waru m.ade by the commission, 
regularly appointed pm;suant to said. treaty, in favor of these 
claimants Il1D.\Y be. disregarded on. that accouut. Upon that point 
some proof has been offered that some cfiildren of John W-
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·west were put upon tlie roll · of the Eastern Cherokees; but I 
have a letter, written day before yesterday by the commissioner, 
showing that the original claimant, John W. West and his 
children, were enrolled in 1851 by the Cherokee authorities as 
Western Cherokees. 

I have this letter before me, but wm not take the time to read 
it. But aside from this1 there is positiYe proof that J9hn W. 
West was a Western Cherokee, as set out in the report of the 
committee-House Report No. 820, this• Congress-wherein the 
committee says upon this point: 

As to the third objection, viz, that John W. West was an Eastern 
Cherokee. the record, among other things !;'hows : The commission in 
its report states that the salt deposit was discovered by Bluford West 
in 1832, and traces the work done in the development of the property 
down to October 30, 1843, and then adds : 

"All this time John W. West was living about 2 miles from the saline 
('.restimony, p. 101). · * * * J"ohn did not work himself, but he 
worked his two negroes, Bill and Jake. Jake was the blacksmith (Tes
timony, pp. 102, 117, 131-132, 134; Exhibit F). Some time in the 
winter of 1841-42 Bluford West, John W. West, and David Vann came 
to the house of Joe Vann and entered into a contract of partnership 
for the purpose of operating the saline, each partner taking a third· 
interest (Exhibit F). * * * Political troubles having arisen, the 
work upon the saline was discontinued, and the Wests were compelled, 
out of regard to their own safety, to abandon the nation (Testimony, 
pp. 156; 102; Exhibits I, F2). John W. West settled in Washington 
County, Ark. * * * l'rior to this time [the winter of 1841-42] 
the saline had been Bluford West's individual property, but John W. 
West had labored with Bluford from the beginning- in helping to develop 
it." (Testimony, pp. 19, 102, 131-132, 134; Exhibit F.) 

This 'is positive testimony that John W. West was in the nation in 
1832 and remained until 1844, when, because of the political troubles 
and out of regard to his own safety, he was compelled to abandon the 
nation. As the finding of the commission is clear that he was there 
in 1832, it follows, of necessity, that John W. West was a Western 
Cherokee. In addition to this proof we find in the report of the com
mission · appointed in 1844 ( S. Doc. 140, 28th Co5., 2d sess., pp. 
41-43) positive proof that J"ehn -W. West was a western Cherokee. 
The following question wa!-l submitted by the commission to the Chero
kee authorities: 

" Question. State the relative number and description of official sta
tions held by the 'old settlers' (Western Cherokees) for each year 
since June, 1840." -

The answer contains a list only of the Western Cherokees who held 
office in the nation from 1839 to 1841, inclusive, in which list (p._ 43) 
the name of John W. West appears. Opposite his name are the letters 
" 'l'. P.," meaning " treaty party," which was .composed of those West
ern Cherokees who favored the treaty of 1839 between the Eastern and 
Western Cherokees. In addition to this positive testimony there has 
been filed with the committee the following telegram, signed by a son 
of John W. West, deceased, which is corroborative of the official record: 

[Telegram.] 
PORUAI, OKLA., May ~8-29 m. 

'VF.BSTER BALLINGER, 
1415 G Street NW., Washington, D. 0.: 

I only know what my father told me. He came to the Cherokee 
Nation with his parents in 1830, then located near the salt well, and 
in the year 1834 went back to Tennessee after his famlly and rehuned 
in 1835. 

JOH. C. WEST. 

The Cherokee Nation refused, for years and years, to appoint 
its commissioner. Finally the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. 
Teller, whom you all know, who served as Jong in the United 
States Senate, I think, as any other Senator, and who was a 
painstaking official, decided that the Cherokee Nation had been 
derelict in its duty in not appointing its commissioner, and de
manded tb.e immediate appointment by the nation of its com
missioner. 

Secretary Teller, · in a letter to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs dated November 27, 1882, said: 

The treaty provided specifically how the value of the claims for 
salines should be ascertained and settled. 

This treaty provision, enacted into law, has not been complied with; 
its nonfulfillment is entirely due to the neglect of the Cherokee authori
ties to appoint a commission to act with the United States agent in 
fixing the value of the saline. 

The Cherokee Nation should follow the treaty. * * * The United 
States and the Cherokee Nation are alike bound by the treaty, * * * 
and to see to its fulfillment for the benefit of those whose interests are 
specially involved in the provisions thereof. * * * The agent should 
be instructed to advise the proper authorities of the Cherokee Nation 
that he is ready to proceed under the provisions of the treaty to value 
the salines * * * and to request the nation to appoint a com
missioner to act with him, as required by the treaty, in the matter. 

Pursuant to these instructions the commission was appointed, 
D. W. C. Duncan being appointed by the Cherokee authorities, and 
John Q. Tufts, the United States Indian agent, acting for the 
United States. 

The treaty required that if the two commissioners did not 
agree a third, an umpire, should be chosen to determine the 
difference, if there should be any. Conforming to the evidence, 
both of these commissioners agreed that John W. West was 
entitled to a one-third interest in this saline deposit, and a 
unanimous a ward was made in his favor for $5,000, and the 
commission suggested that as the claim was for property ac
tually taken such reasonable rate of interest should be allowed 
as would be in accord with the dictates of equity and good 
conscience, the exact finding of the commission being in part 
·as follows : 

It is the opinion of this commission that John W. West, in his life
time, and at the date of his death, was justly entitled to a one-thiro 
interest in the saline in question, and that by means of his death 
his heirs or legal representatives have rightfully succeeded to the same_ 

As to who these heirs are, see testimony, page 100. 
If the valuation ($15,000) appro•ed by this commission should be 

sustained, then there will be due the heirs of John W. West the sum 
of $5.000. 

As to the matter of interest the commission would only suggest that 
the claim is for property that was actuall taken, and of the use of 
which the claimants and their testator have been unjustly deprived. 
It would seem that some moderate rate of interest would be in accord 
with the dictates of equity and good conscience. 

A rehearing was asked before Secretary Teller, whici;l was 
denied. In concluding his opinion, Secretary Teller says: 

I therefore decline to reconsider the decision of the department of 
'This proof your committee believes conclusively establishes that August 29, 1883, for the purpose of declaring that that part of the report 

John W. West was a Western Cherokee. No evidence bas been pre- of the commission relating to John W. West, or his heirs, is <Outside 
sented to your committee by the attorney for the Cherokee Nation in of the scope of their duties under the treaty. In the decision of 
support of his statement that John W. West was an Eastern Cherokee, August 29, 1883, yo~r recommendations "that the heirs of John W. 
except the alleged fact that the names of certain of the children of West should be left to pursue their remedy before the Cherokee au
John W. West were enrolled by judgment of the Court of Claims in thorities, if they see fit, without interference in their behalf by the 
1910 as Eastern Cherokees. Upon this alleged evidence your committee department," was concurred in. 
is asked to set aside the findin~ of the commission in 1883, which find- It now appears by papers filed by Allen Gilbert, as attorney and 
ing was based upon positive evidence. This your committee declines to agent for the heirs of John W. West, deceased, that the claimants pre
do. It is significant in this connection that D. W. C. Duncan, the sented said claim to the Cherokee National Council held in November, 
Cherokee commissioner, who, it must be assumed, knew the facts with 1883, praying for its allowanee and payment; that the said council 
reference to John 'V. West, never challenged or questioned the fact adopted a report adverse to the payment of the claim, made by a 
that he was a Western Cherokee. But if he were, in fact, an Eastern committee o:f' that body; and that said council still refuses to pay the 
Cherokee, your committee does not believe that fact wouJd have claim, or any part thereof. In view of these facts he claims that it 

• deprived the commission of jurisdiction of his claim. John W. West is the right of the United States Government, as a party to the treaty, 
acquired an interest in the property at the commencement of the work to insist on its fulfillment by the Cherokee Nation, and he therefore 
in 1832, and bis interest was defined and recognized as a one-third prays that such steps may be taken by this department as will secure 
interest in the contract with his brother, Bluford, which was signed by the rights of the claimants. 'The treaty provided that .if the nited 
them in the winter of 1841-42 and before. the confiscatory act of States agent and Cherokee Commission fail to agree, "they shall select 
October 30, 1843. He did his part in the development of the property an umpire, whose decision shall be final, and the several amounts found 
and paid partnership debts after dispossession. Neither he nor his due shall be paid by the Cherokee Nation, or the salines returned to 
heirs have ever received one cent for the property taken. The Cherokee their respective owners." 
commissioner, D. W. C. Duncan, representing the Cherokee Nation, 
heard and considered his claim and joined in the award. The Cherokee The Cherokee Nation has not only failed but refuses to comply with 

f b 11 th 1 f · t d f · · the terms of the treaty. There are no funds to the credit of the 
Nation is there ore, Y a e ru es 0 conscience, es oppe rom raismg Cherokee Nation out of which this department can order payment of the 
this question. amount claimed by the heirs of John W. West, deceased, and as it is 

I want to say to you lawyers that I am bulwarked in the therefore not considered within the power of this department to 
b · d · · d d b enforce payment of the claim without special legislation by Congress position I take Y a unanimous ecis10n ren ere Y a com- therefor, the matter should be presented to the Congress for appropriate 

mission appointed under treaty of 1846, whereby a representa- action. 
tive of the Cherokee Nation was appointed by the Cherokee In orde1· to do this you will prepare and submit the necessary papers 
authorities and a representative of the United States was ap- in proper form to be laid before Congress at the approaching session. 
pointed in accordance with that treaty to hear and finally de- Succeeding Secretary Teller was Secretary Lamar, whom you 
termine this claim. You have the report before you and it is 1 all knew of, than whom th&·e was never a more efficient Sec
not necessary for me to read it. The seventh article of that retary of the Interior. No more painstaking lawyer ever served 
treaty provides: upon the Supreme Bench of the United States. He heard this 

The value of all salines which were the private property of indi- case and also confirmed and approved the findings of this com
viduals of the western Cherokees and of which they were dispossessed, mission. Concluding his decision, Secretary Lamar says: 
provided there be any such, shall be ascertained by the United States ' No new evidence has been presented since the de-cision of September 
agent and a commissioner, to be appointed by the Cherokee authorities; lG, 1884. The hearing took place on 22d and 23d instant, and all the 
and should they be unable to agree they shall select an umpire, whose matters stated in argument by the attorneys and counsel have been 
decision shall be final, and the several amounts found due shall be paid carefully considered, and the conclusion reached is that no good and suffi
by the Cherokee Nation or the salines returned to their respective cient reason has been shown for disturbing the decision on the claim 
owners. of August 29, 1883, reaffirmed by decision of September 16, 1884. 
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On the other hand, it is made more clearly to appear that the action 
already had on the case was right and just. Bills having been intro
duced in the present Congress (S. 2048, H. R. 7499) for the relief of 
the heirs of John W. West, deceased, and sent to the department by 
the Senate and House Committees on Indian affairs for reports, and this 
day referred to your office, you are hereby instructed to prepare and 
submit to this department the information called for to be :forwarded 
to those committees. 

Kow, what else do you want? The only authority fixed by 
the treaty of 1846, the commission, unanimously found in favor 
of John W. West for $5,000. That decision was reTI.ewed by 
Secretary Teller and reopened by Secretary Lamar, and the 
findings of the commission were in all respects reaffirmed by 
both Secretaries. 

·so I say if you will only get the cobwebs away from your 
eyes and look at this thing from a legal standpoint you will see 
that the opposition to this claim has not one leg to stand upon. 

There is much testimony. All these people are dead. We bad 
to go back many years to find what the testimony was in exam
ining not only into the ownership but the value of this saline 
deposit. The commission in its finding says: 

At this time-
Speaking of the time when this well was being operated

John W. West was living about 3 miles from the saline. 
The commission refers to the testimony, page 101, which is 

within the call of any ~1eJTiber of this House. 
Bluford West was living on the saline premises. 
The commission again refers to the testimony, giving the page. 
At this time the work was carried on by the joint labor of the entire 

West family, John, Binford, and Ezekiel. John did not work himself, 
but he worked his two negroes, Bill and Jake. Jake was the black
smith. 

And if you will observe the minority report, it refers to the 
fact that when this commission went there and made this ex
amination they talked with the blacksmith, who said that they 
had been working upon this saline deposit for about three years. 

Some time during the winter of 1841 Bluford West, John W. West, 
and David Vann came to the house of Joe Vann and entered into a 
contract of partnership for the purpose of operating the saline, each 
partner taking a third interest. 

Now, gentlemen, bear in mind that this testimony is uncontra
dicted from any source whate\er. If they went into a partner
ship, each partner having a third interest, John W. We&t had a 
third interest. It turned out afterwards that Vann purchased 
the kettles with which to carry on the work, but afterwards 
withdrew from the firm. That would seem as if it left John W. 
West and Bluford West one-half interest each, but that claim is 
not made here. We are still claiming that he only had a one
third interest. Yet the testimony is sufficie..'1.t to lay the founda
tion for a claim that he was entitled to one-half instead of one-
third. · 

It seems David Yann purchased the kettles with which to carry on 
the work, bot be withdrew from the firm (Exhibit F) ; and political 
troubles having arisen, the work upon the saline was discontinued, and 
the Wests were compelled, out of regard to their own safetyt to abandon 
the nation. (Testimony, pp. 102, 156; Exhibit I. F. 2. J John W. 
West settled in Washington County, Ark. Bluford West left his family 
on the saline place and went to Washington, D. C., on business, and 
there, in 1844 or pe1·haps in 1845, died. (Testimony, p. 12 ; Exhibit 
I. F.) Nancy West, widow, remained on the saline premises till 1850, 
and then voluntarily abandoned the place because of the decay of the 
improvements. (Testimony, p. 23.) In 1849 the witness B. W. Alberty 
and his brother, William Alberty, attempted to work the saline, but 
being admonished that it was national property they desisted. 

I do not know what purpose the Assistant Secretary had in 
bringing Alberty into the case in the letter that was read by 
the chairman of the committee, because that does not pertail! 
to this claim in any way whatever. That was the claim that 
they sought to make afterwards, after the claim had beeu 
abandoned by the Wests. 

Ur. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, he simply claimed to 
be an heir of John W. West, and our contention is that John 
W. West was an Eastern Cherokee and was not entitled to 
anything whatever. 

l\Ir. RUCKER of Colorado. I have not seen any record what
ever that he claimed to be any heir of West. He did not enter 
upon these premises by reason of any hei.rship, but he went 
there for the purpose of inaugurating a new claim upon this 
saline. As to this question, whether he was a Western Cherokee 
or an Eastern Cherokee, the Secretary disposes of the matter, 
as any lawyer, in my judgment, would, by this statement: 

The preamble of the b·eaty of 1846 sets out that " whereas serious 
difficulties have for a considerable time existed between the different 
portions of people constituting and recognized as the Cherokee Nation 
of Indians, which it is desirable should be speedily settled, so that peace 
and harmony may be restored among them." · 

No violence is done to the terms of the treaty by entertaining a claim 
of al)y Cherokee Indian to an interest in one of said salines, when such 
interest was acquired from a Western Cherokee. Such a claim is con
sidered as fairly und reasonably provided for by the treaty. 

I take it that any lawyer would say that a purchaser from a 
.Western Cherokee, even though the purchaser were an Eastern 

Cherokee, would get the title that the Western Cherokee had, 
even though, as I say, he had been an Eastern Cherokee, which 
is a disputed fact, because it appears from all of this testimony 
that these people went there about the same time. John W. 
West went back to Tennessee, and was gone about a year. He 
went there to bring out his family, and by reason of his ab
sence it might have been supposed that he was not a Western 
Cherokee. However that may be, as I say, it is a fundamental 
proposition of law that whoever has the title may dispose of 
it to whomsoever he will, and that title will become good, e\en 
though the treaty provided that the Western Cherokees should 
only be the beneficiaries; and so the Secretary of the Interior 
.-:fustice Lamar, used that language in discussing and disposing 
of the question whether this man was a Western or an Eastern 
Cherokee. 

Here is the proposition : Here is a solemn· treaty entered 
into between the United States and the Cherokee Nation the 
provisions of which could not be deviated from. ·rhe car{.ying 
out of these provisions must accord with the treaty, and the 
treaty provided that .the Cherokee Nation should appoint a 
commissioner and the United States should appoint a commis
sioner, and should they disagree there should be a third-an· 
umpire-whose decision should be final. It never came to the 
umpire, because both of these commissione1·s not only agreed 
that John W. Wes~ had a one-third interest in this claim, but 
they agreed that it was worth $5,000. That was the only 
forum these parties could go to. It was the only settlement. 
The Government of the United States is a trustee for the pur
pose of carrying out the terms of this treaty. It has done all 
in its power to carry it out. It has demanded on two occasions 
that the Cherokee Nation should conform to the terms of the 
treaty and appoint its commission,er ;'and finally that was done· 
and finally these commissioners agreed upon it, and then it wa~ 
taken to the Secretary of the Interior for review, and two Sec
retaries of the Interior, one in two decisions and another in one 
confirmed the report of these commissioners. How are yo~ 
going to get away from that proposition? Where is there -a.ny 
answer to it? · 

Mr. STEPHENS of 'Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

l\fr. RUCKER of Colorado. Certainly. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that the Chero

kee Nation, through its council, paid to West's brother, Bluford 
West, $12,000 in full payment of this entire claim, for the 
whole West family, and did they not accept that; and is it not 
a fact that John W. West during his lifetime never did make 
this claim, but that his heirs did it since his death? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. No. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is the record. 
Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. No; that is not the record. I 

want to say to the distinguished chairman. of the committee 
the claim that Mrs. Markham, the widow of Bluford West' 
made was for Bluford West's interests, and she made it as ad: 
ministratrix of the estate of Bluford West. Having made it 
as administratrix, John W. West's claim could not possibly 
have been brought before that tribunal as a claim, because 
she made it as administratrix, and here is the testimony that 
upon a solemn occasion a tripartite agreement was made be
tween David Vann, Bluford West, and John W. West, divid
ing this saline into three parts, each taking a third, and there 
is not a particle of evidence in the record to the contrary. I • 
agree that 1\Irs. Markham got $12,000 for her interest, but she 
got that With reference not only to her saline interest, tint for 
the improvements upon this place, whereas John W. West had 
no improvements upon his claim. It was upon the claim of 
Bluford West. He had no claim, no personal property there. 
His sole interest ')'as an interest in the saline, and it was a 
one-third interest, and that is all that he has ever been asking 
for. So I disagree entirely with the chairman that $12,000 was 
paid in full settlement of all the claims of .,.ancy l\farkham, 
sole heir and administratrix of the estate of Bluford We t. 

It was paid in full settlement of all the claims of Bluford 
West. It was paid to her as administratrix and not otherwise. 
Upon this point the commission found: 

The ground taken by the claimant in this case is highly abstra'ct and 
technical-the legal distinction between personal and repre entative 
character-between Nancy Markham and Nancy Markham, adminis
tratrix. It is not. only technical, but in fact erroneous ; for if Bluford 
West, testator, was dispossessed in 1843, the property taken vested 
at once in the estate, and at his death, in 1845, there was nothing to 
descend to Mrs. Markham, as heir, but an claim for damages, 
entire in law, indivisible. Hence her attempt to divide this 
one cause of action into two, from motives of policy, basing the dis
tinction solely upon a modification of the claimant's name, has no 
foundation in reason or law, and should not, we think, be countenanced 
in a tribunal of justice. 

But there is no one to explain these legal niceties to these non
professional members of the council. And when we reflect that many 
of them were full-blooded Indians, unable to speak or understand the 
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English language (testimony, pp. 75. 55). without any means of kn.Ow· 
ing the nature of the business before the ho.use except through the 
hasty translation by an interpreter, we can easily see how these· men 
might be led to believe they were appropriating the $12,000 to pay 
the whole claim in full, notwithstanding the1·e was before them an 
"itemized acco\lllt" that left the saline out. 

But the claimant has not always been inconsistent in this respect. 
She had previously been in the habit of proceeding in her own name 
for the whole claim, including both the "homestea-0" and the " saline." 
(Exhibit B, testimony, p. 128.) That the members of the council 
should presume that, in this instance also, she wits proceeding in the 
same. way (for b<>th "homestead" and .. saline") is perfectly natural 
and reasonable. 

From the evidence before them, the commission is satisfied that at 
the time the $12,000 was appropriated it was the prevailing and 
candid impression in both the executive and legislative departments 
of the Cherokee government that it was in full payment of all demands 
whatsoever and that the claimant's attorneys were cognizant of the 
fact that it was so understood anti ostensibly acquiesced in and en· 
cooraged that impression. To hold now that the settlement was any
thing less than final would be to encourage sharp inaction and effectuate 
·a fraud upon the nation. 

It is the opinion of the commission that the settlement was a com
promise of all claims and that now there is nothing doe to Mrs .. Nancy 
Markham, admini.stratrix, from the nation. 

Notice that this related to the claim of Mrs. Markham only 
and has nothing to do with the claim of John W. West. 

Immediately following the above is the finding in favor of 
the heirs of John W. West. The two claims were at all times 
treated and considered by the Cherokee Nation, the commission, 
and the department as separate and distinct claims. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Yes. 
l\Ir. STEPHEl~S of Texas. Is it not a fact that John W. 

.West lived in that vicinity all of his life, that he died in 1868, 
and was aware that this woman was pursuing her claim both 
before the legislative body of the. Indians and before these com
missioners, and if he had any interest why did he not present 
the claim himself? Why wait until 1882? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. That statement is not correct. 
Upon this point the commission found: 

In 1849 the present claimant, Mrs. Nancy Markham, herself filed a 
" memorial " before R. C. S. Broson, United States Indian agent, claim
ing this same property, in which she admits in the most solemn manner 
that her husband, Bluford West, in his lifetime had conveyed a one
third interest in the saline to John W. West. (Exhibit B .) 

As a circumstance bearing upon this point, it seems that John W. 
West has been a coelaimant o-f this saline from the earliest times, 
along with his brother Bluford. In 1845 he went to Washington in 
the interest of his claim. (Exhibits I, Q, R.) John W. West assisted, 
through Joel M. Bryan, in getting the seventh article inserted in the 
tl'eaty of 1846 in the interest of this claim. (Exhibit A; testimony, 
pp. 116, 117, ll9, 160, 120.) John W. West but a few hours before 
he died spoke to his son, William M. West, about his interest in this 
saline. (Testimony, p. 103.J He paid partnership debts. after the dis· 
possession. (Testimony, p. 156.) 

Again, the commission says : 
After the close of the war Mrs. Nancy Markham renewed the prose

cution of her claim, and on November 8, 1866, she presented her peti· 
tion before the national council, claiming $10,000 for the saline prop· 
erty. (Testimony, p. 128.) This effort proved a f.ailnre, but in 1873 
she again presented her claim; C. N. Vann, W. P. Adair, and Joel M. 
Bryan were her attorneys. (Testimony, pp. 59, 153. 155.) Adair was 
a Member of the Senate. (Testimony, l'· 67.) S. H. Benge was help· 
ing Mrs. Markham. (Testimony, p. 16.) At the same time the heirs 
of John W. West were present looking after their interest in the same 
saline property. (Testimony, PP- 16, 105.) They were represented by 
Joab Scales and Perry Brewer. At this time Mrs. Markham obtained 
an appropriation of $12,000. (Exhibit X.) The heirs- of John W. 
West failed to get anything, and as yet have received nothing. (Testi
mony, p. 104, answer to interrogatory 22.) 

So that it is clear that John W. West during his life prose- · 
cuted his claim with diligence; that during his life Mrs. Mark
ham recognized .his interest, and that . after his death his heirs 
did all they could to secure payment. This should eliminate in 
the mind of every lawyer that there was either laches or negll=
gence on the part of the claimant. Mrs. Markham's claim was 
confounded with an interest in the saline as well as the im
provements upon the claim. The treaty of 1846 had nothing to 
do with the improvements. That had reference to the settle
ment for the saline, and when Mrs. Markham went before the 
council and presented her claim she confounded the two in
terests and asserted a claim for both. One was for an interest 
in the saline and the other was for personal property. That is 
how it came. 

I want to say that it is true tbat John W. West died in 1868, 
but he was exiled from the Territory for a number of years 
before that, and not only that-and I desire to call this particu
larly to the attention of my brother lawyers-but the only pos
sible forum, that provided for in the treaty, whereby he or any 
other owner of a saline claim could go, was this tribunal, made 
up of a commissioner of the Cherokee Nation and a commis
sioner of the United States, and that tribunal was never ap
pointed until 1883. I will say to the gentleman be should 
know that tbe heirs of John W. West did put in their claim 
to the Cherokee council. Why did the council reftIBe to recog-

nize the claim? Because it was not the forum provided for in 
the treaty. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman desire an 
answer to that question? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Yes. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It was because John W. West 

was an Eastern Cherokee and was not entitled to anything what
ever under that trea·ty, and that is the main grolind of defense 
here. 

Mr. RUCKER of ,Colorado. l\Ir. Speaker, I am very glad now 
to run the chairman down to the last hole. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And the gentleman will admit 
this also, that these Eastern Cherokees, he and bis heirs, have 
received funds as Ea.stern Cherokees and are cut off entirely 
from anything as Western Cherokees, and that will be found 
among the records here. Mr. Miller is the man who distributed 
the Eastern Cherokee funds, and he states that the heirs of John 
W. West were Eastern Cherokees and had received funds from 
him in that way. Hence he could not have been a Western 
Cherokee. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Now, Mr. Speaker, the chaii-
man of as big a committee as the Committee on Indian Affairs 
will not undertake, I know, to deceive this Hause, but it is bz. 
way of deception. There is no relationship whatever between 
the distribution of the judgment of the Court of Claims and 
this daim. There is absolutely no relationship whatever be
tween the two. The gentleman speaks about a letter wherein 
it says that a "John" West and bis children were enrolled iu 
1851 as Eastern Cherokees. That roll does not contain the 
name of ''John W." West. Now, I have a letter of date of 
July 22 ::'.Tom the clerk of the Court of Claims, in which he says: 

I beg to advise you that the roll oi old settlers, of Western Chero
kees. made in 1851 and filed in the Court oi Claims January 10, 1910, 
contains, among others, the following names of old settlers from the 
western d.istrict. 

Then follows Laura West, Ruth West, John West, Robert 
West, Jane West, Tallaquah district, Cherokee Nation, group 
37. Now, those are the children of John W. West, so in 1851 
they were counted as Western Cherokees, and I do not deny 
what the chairman has said, that Guyon Miller says that they 
were upon the other roll, but they were upon both rolls, and 
therefore that does not account for anything but--

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does not the gentleman think 
if they had been on both roJis and received pay both ways they 
ought to be satisfied. ' 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Why, I have said to the gentle
man that the drawing of pay in the one way or the other 
has nothing whatever to do with this claim. The two are not 
associated together. Now, does the gentleman for one moment 
say that because they drew their allotment or drew the stipend 
from the one or the other that that has any effect whatever 
upon this claim? Answer that question. 

l\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas. If they drew their stipend as 
Eastern Cherokees, then they ought not to be permitted to go 
along and claim that because they were Western Cherokees 
they were entitled to this saline. There is such a thing as an 
estoppel among the Indians as well as white men. -

l\Ir. RUCKER of Colorado. Then I understand the gentle
man does not put it upon the grq.und that because they drew 
the· money by reason of their descent on their mother's side from 
Eastern Cherokees, but upon the distinction of their being 
Eastern or Western Cherokees? 

.Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If they are Eastern Cherokees, 
they are not entitled to anything in these salt works. 

l\lr. R CKER of Colorado. I have produced here a letter 
that is of equal credence to the letter the gentleman produced 

· where they are put down as Western Cherokees or old settlers. 
Now, one is an offset to the other. But aside from that there 
is positiYe proof contained in the report of the committee that 
John W. West was a Western Cherokee, and there is no evidence, 
either circumstantial or positive, to be produced to the contrary: 
All that, however, reminds me to refer again, and I want every 
lawyer in this House to bear that in mind, that it does not 
make a particle of difference whether they were Eastern or 

· Western Cherokees, yet if we believe the uncontradicted testi
mony here in that respect it is satisfactorily shown that they 
are Western Cherokees. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Will tbe gentleman yield? 
Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Certainly. 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I have been interested in the 

gentleman's argument. It seems to me that there is another 
proposition, and I do not know whether the gentleman has 
discussed it or not, and that is the question of estoppel in regard 
to whether John W. West or his estate or bis heirs are entitled 
to the sum which the gentleman claims. I understand that 
$12,000 was paid to the heirs of his brother, Bluford West, in 
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full settlement for improvements on these works. Now, I Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The bill came up for discussion in 
understand also that the heirs of Bluford West began the prose- 1911, last year, which was the first time thrit I ever went into 
cution of their cJaim in 1843, that it was not settled until 1873, it, and I was satisfied there was nothing in it then. 
that John W. West was living in· 1868; that he, and his heirs · Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Now, I want Jo say, l\Ir. Speaker; 
at his death, eat by and saw this sum paid to the heirs of in conclusion, that I am bulwarked by the opinion of two of the 
Bluford West and this claim was not put in and no mention ablest Secretaries -of the Interior that ever occupied that office, 
was made of any claim until 1882 or 1883. Now, it seems to me one of them having served upon the Supreme Bench of the 
that, taking that state of facts, the question of estoppel would United .States. 
arise as to whether they can come in and ask to collect again The 'SPE.il{Elt. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
for the same thing. · Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Somebody told me that I had five 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I see the confusion in my friend's minutes more. 
mind. I have stated that BJuford West's widow made a claim Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. l\Ir. Speaker, my under
for the improvements in the saline· which she made to the standing of the time was that we were to conclude at five min
Cherokee council and she got $12,000 and which she got as utes after 1 p. m The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] 
administratrix of her husband, but that has nothing to do with used . about five minutes, . and I do not see how the gentleman 
this cJaim. Now, I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RUCKER] could have consumed 45 minntes. 
to the record here. This claim was asserted by John W. West The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [l\Ir. IlucKER] 
when the property was .taken. He came to Washington in has one minute more. The Chair was going by the wrong clock. 
1845-6 and assisted in securing the inclusion of article 7 in l\Ir. RUCKER of Colorado. Now, l\Ir. Speaker, I have a letter 
the treaty of 1846, for the creation of a commission to adjudi- from the Secretary of which the distinguished chairman did not 
cate the claim. In 1849 l\Irs. Markham acknowledged the read the whoJe. I would like to just put in a few of the things 
interest of John W. West in the property by a memorial duly that he did not read. It says : 
recorded in the office of the United States Indian agent for this RELlEF oF rrErns OF .roHN w. WEST. 

tribe. The claim was presented to the Cherokee council for Amendment No., 91, page 35, be0 'inning with line 7, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay $5,000 to the administrator of the payment and no action taken on it because, at least in part, estate of John W. West, together with interest thereon at the rate 

the treaty had provided another tribunal in which it was to be of 5 per cent per annum from September 16, 1884, in full payment 
determined. The members of that tribunal were not appointed of the award made by the commission appointed pursuant to the au· 
until 1882, because of the refusal of the nation until that time thority contained in the seventh article of the treaty with the Chero-

kees, promulgated August 17, 1846, and which award was approved 
to appoint its commissioner, at which time John W. West was by the Secretary of the Interior September 16, 1884, and since re-
dead; but the claim was presented by his heirs to that tribunal affirmed. This claim has been pending before the department, this 
· bl t• b •t "d d d d gul l office, and Congress for a great many years. It has been carefully 
Ill seasona e ime, Y 1 consi ere • an an awar re ar Y investigated and reconsidered a number of times. D. W. C. Duncan, 
made, all of which appears in the findings of the commission. commissioner on the part of the Cherokee Nation, and J. Q. 1.rufts, 

.Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Does the record show that the United States Indian agent, appointed pursuant to the seventh article 
cJaim made by the ·administratrix of Bluford West was a of the treaty of 1846, reported in favor of the claim of the heirs , ot 
claim which he owned-entire by himself or was he only claim- ~F~~t~esf.'•esihe~eo~e sum of $5,000, together with a "moderate rate 
ing a part of the property? The department during the last 25 years has made a number or 

1\1 STE'PT:T'l']i'TS f T Not onl th t b 1t if the g ntle reports on the claim in question. The department, in its report dated 
l.l r. .rr£LL' o exas. Y a ' l e - December 26, 1911, said that " in view of the history of this claim, 

man 11Mll permit, she states she never heard of John West when the action heretofore had thereon, and the long delay in - the prosecu
she prosecuted her case before the Cherokee council. You will tion thereof," it would not be justified in recommending the passage 
find tbat in the evidence. of H. R. 6544. The award made by Messrs. Duncan and Tufts, rep-

1\f RUCKER f C 1 d Th d. t• · h d h · f resentatives of the Cherokee Nation and the Government, were re-
.u' r. 1 o O ora o. e IS inguis e c airman ° considered by both Secretaries Teller and Lamar, and in their letters, 

the Indian Committee will ~ertainJy not stop with that state- dated September 16, 1884, and April 26, 1886, respectively, they 
ment. both declined to take action to disturb the decisions theretofore 

l\Ir. STEPHENS of ~xas. rt is there anyway. r endered in favor of the claim. It appears that the House Committee 

l\Ir·. RUCKER of Colorado. The gentleman kn·~ ows s]le made on Indian Affairs, in Report No. 820, Sixty-second Congress, second 
session, under date of June 1, 1912, recommended that the claim of 

an affidavit in 1849, and while John W. West was alive, in which the heil's of John W. West be paid. A minority report was filed by 
she stated that John w. West had a third interest in this seven members of the House committee, ~igned by Chairman Stephens 

Clal·m. Afte1· h1"s death she contradicted that affidavit, but she and others, found in Report No. 820, part 2, Sixty-second Congress, second session, recommending against the payment of the claim. 
did make an affidavit that John W. West entered in a contract The Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, in report dated May 7, 1912, 
with her husband, Bluford West, and acquired a one-third No. 706, Sixty-second Congress, second session, recommended unani· 

interest in this claim. ~~u~i)U~~ ~8Q~~i~~e t~~ cl!:tfan ax~a~·~~pt~te t1iio~:jo;~1 s1~~~t~t l~~ 
l\Ir. BYRNS of Tennessee. Now, if the gentleman will pardon ports herein referred to contain a complete history of the claim of the 

me, the point I want to get at is this, whether or not the heirs of John W. West, and attention is invited to these reports, with 
CheI·okee ,...,.ation, in makin2'. a settlement for the im•)rovements the view of such action being taken on Senate amendment No. 91 as 

l.' ~ .1; the conferees and the Congress may deem just and proper in the 
to this property, and so forth, settled with the idea that the premises. 
$12,000 paid for all the improvements and the entire work, in Th~ SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
other words everything that was to be paid for, or whether they l\fr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I would like three 
paid it with the idea that it was only for a two-thirds interest minutes more. 
in the property. "l\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield to the gentleman three 

l\Ir. RUCKER of Colorado. Well now, the gentleman is a minutes more out of our time. 
lawyer, and he must take the documentary evidenc~ and de- l\Ir. RUCKER of Colorado. As I ha>e said, I was sustained 
termine what it amounts to. by two Secretaries of the Interior, and I have been sustained 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I was asking the gentleman for by three· reports made by the Senate, the last one being an 
information; I know nothing myself. . exact copy of the report that is now upon your desks. And iu 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I say the record shows she set- ' addition to that I want to say that there is only one time 
tied as administratrix of her husband for $12,000 and then came when this claim has been disapproved, and that was in the 
in afterwards and put in another claim for so much more. The Sixty-first Congress. I am sorry that my friend from Oklahoma 
nation could not have considered the $12,000 paid her as a pay- , [Mr. McGUIRE] is not here. The gentleman from Iowa [l\Ir. 
ment in full for the property, for at the time the payment was , KENDALL] ought to bear some testimony upon that. The gentle
made to Mrs. Farkham the claim of the heirs of "John W. 'Yest man from New York, l\Ir. Young, whom we all know as a 
was pending before the Cherokee council, and no action was distinguished ex-Member, was a member of the subcommittee 
taken on it. The settlement was for her interest alone as sole having charge of the bill, and I would like to ca}l upon any one 
heir and administratrix of the estate of Bluford West, and the member of that subcommittee that ever saw that report that 
commission so found, and had no connection wh~tever with the was presented by the distinguished gentleman from Brooklyn. 
clain1 of John W. West. · He did not prepare the report, and its author hip has at · all 

lllr. STEPHENS of Texas. I do not remember. I very often times been kept a profound secret. Yet it has been repeatedly 
introduce bilJs by request. I do not remember of having intro- stat-ed on the floor of this House that that report r eceived 
duced either one of these bills. careful consideration at the hands of the committee. Some one 

· l\Ir. RUCKER of Colorado. I find you did not introduce this prepared it and gave it to its alleged author, and in the absence 
bill by request in 1909, which is a copy of my bill, and there has from the city of the other members of the subcommittee it was 
not been anything changed in the record. Tbe record was there presented to the full committee and acted upon without any 
then", as it is now, and I do not believe the gentleman from member of the committee knowing the facts. This is the care
Texas is in the habit of introducing bills simply to build up a ful consideration of this matter to which repeated reference is 
record of the number of bills that he introduces in the House. 1 made by those who signed the minority report. 
I believe that he must have examined into the merits of this :I Objection is made to this provision on the ground that it is 
claim when-he introduced this bill in 1909. 1 a private claim on an appropriation bill. When understood, this 
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objection is not sound. This claim arises out of a treaty stipu
lation and was adjudicated by a tribunal specially created by 
article 7 of the treaty of 1846, and the treaty provided that the 
award should be final and should be paid by the Cherokee 
Nation. This bill to which it has been added as an amendment 
is "A. bill making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes." 
As the payment of this award is a fulfillment of a treaty stipu
lation the amendment was a proper amendment to this bill 
and woulq. not be subject to a point of order under the rules of 
this House. 

The United States was a party to this treaty. It guaranteed 
fulfillment of the treaty provisions. The commission was ap
pointed pursuant to the terms of the treaty. The award was 
regularly made. By the terms of the treaty it was a finality. 
The Government of the United States can not now shirk its re
sponsibility, particularly as two Secretaries of the Interior
the officer of this Government whose duty it is to ·supervise 
such matters, and men whose legal ability and fairness all men 
must concede-examined into the award with care and approved 
it in all respects. If such an award had been made in favor of 
a citizen of this country against a foreign government we wou1~ 
have sent our Navy, if necessary, to have enforced payment. 
Because the award is against an Indian nation or tribe is no 
reason why the Government of the United States should shirk 
its responsibility and place itself in the position of repudiating 
its solemn treaty agreements. The Government o"f the United 
States is in honor bound to see that this award is paid. 

There has been no negligence on the part of the claimants in 
prosecuting their claim. They are not in fault. The sole and 
only reason this claim has not been paid heretofore is that for 
the past 30 years the Cherokee Nation has had its attorney on 
an annual salary and expenses here, who has lobbied before 
Congress and prevented the enactment of legislation providing 
for the payment of this award. These claimants were unable 
to maintain an attorney here to prosecute their claim, and in 
comi:non fairness they should not have been expected to have 
done so. When the award was made the duty devolved entirely 
upon the Government of the United States to see to it that it 
was paid, and it wou1d have been paid long ago had it not been 
for the presence in this city, session after session of Congress, of 
the attorney for the Cherokee Nation. 

The interest provided for is less than half the amount recom
mended by the commission. It dates only from the date the 
award was approved by the Secretary of the Interior and is at 
the same rate the Government has allowed the Cherokee Nation 
for its funds on deposit in the Treasury of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex
pired. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen
tleman from South Dakota [l\Ir. BURKE]. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I suggest, inasmuch as the 
time is about half of what has been yielded by the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. Rue.KER], the gentleman from Illinois con-
sume his time. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [1\Ir. MANN] 
is recognized for 15 minutes. . 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in the consideration of appropria
tion bills, which originate in the House, the House is severely 
handicapped by the procedure. which now prevails. We pass an 
appropriation bill after consideration in Committee of the 
Whole, where every item is scanned and may be discussed and 
amended. We send that bill to the Senate, where every item in 
the Honse bill is subject to inspection, discussion, and amend
ment by the Senate. Thereupon the Senate adds such amend
ments as it chooses, sends them over to the House, where, with
out any consideration at all, they are usually sent to conference, 
and g.enerally, without receiving much consideration in confer
ence, owing to the lack of time, some agreed to and some dis
agreed to-some meritorious ones agreed to, some meritorious 
ones disagreed to, some without merit disagreed to, and s0me 
without merit agreed to-in the form of a compromise. And it 
seems to have become the habit in the distinguished body at 
the other end of the Capitol to add a great many amendments 
to House appropriation bills which are subject to criticism. 
Gentlemen who have claims or other propositions without much 
merit and who fear the discussion in the daylight which appears 
in the House upon the consideration of bills go over to the Sen
ate and urge that amendments may be inserted with the under
standing that they can not become a law unless agreed to ln 
conference. 

And through that method of persuasion a great many amend-
ments are agreed to in the Senate which would not be agreed · 
to there if they were ~onsidered as final, and would not be 

agreed to in the House if they were ever considered in the 
House. 

The Indian appropriation bill seems to be the pet place for 
the Senate to add amendments. We have read m recent months 
some statements which were reported to emanate from distin
guished gentlemen in the other legislative body about how the 
House was adding legislative provisions to appropriation bills, 
and yet this Indian appropriation bill now before us is filled 
with legislative provisions and with claims, none of which 
ought to be in order under the rules either of the House or of 
the Senate and which have no proper place in an appropriation 
bill at all. 

In the very limited time which I ha \e, I can not discuss all 
of the Senate amendments, and can only make a number of 
references to a: few of them. Amendment 33 provides for an 
appropriation of water for the in·igation of approximately 
150,000 acres of land and the maintenance of a public plant, and 
so forth, in connection with irrigation purposes on the Colorado 
River. If such a project is to be entered into, it ought to be 
considered by the House. There were some propositions of the 
sort before the House, and the House, with the knowledge it 
had before it, did not incorporate them. That proposition has 
no proper place in_ this bill without consideration by the House, 
which it can not obtain. 

Here is another amendment, providing for the purchase of a 
sawmill and logging equipment--

1\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. What is the number of that 
amendment? 

Mr. MANN. No. 57. It is a scheme which ought not to be 
entered upon without knowledge on the part of the House that 
it is engaging in that kind of a business enterprise. 

I shall not take time to discuss the amendment which has 
been discussed by the gentleman from Colorado [l\fr. RUCKER], 
the John W. West claim amendment, which is a pure claim, in 
my judgment, without any merit whate·rnr of its own, and I 
have examined all of the papers in connection with the matter 
which I have been able to obtain, and they are quite numerous. 
But the claim, whether meritorious or not meritorious, has no 
proper place in an Indian appropriation bill. A bill providing 
for this claim is on the Private Calendar, where it may be con
sidered. It has no place in an appropriation bill. 

Here is an amendment, numbered 105, providing for the con
struction of a sanitary sewer system for a little park down at 
Platt, Okla., $35,000. I do not know; we may be starting in to 
install sanitary sewer systems in all of the parks and forests of 
the country. What earthly use is there for a sanitary sewer 
system, or any other kind of a sewer system, in this little park 
to be constructed by the General Government? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman tell us what 
that has to do with Indian affairs-the sewer system that he 

· speaks of? 
Mr. MANN. Well, it is down in the old Indian country. 
Mr. SIMS. It used to be in the old Indian country. 
Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps it is because it is in a place where 

the Indians used to live. 
Ur. MA.NN. I recall that a year or two ago an item of this 

kind was offered on the sundry civil appropriation bill, and the 
gentleman from Oklahoma, most concerned in it, voluntarily, 
allowed it to go out. Now we have it here as an item in the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

.l\.h-. BU'l'LER. I suppose it is inserted here because it hap
pened to cross an old Indian trail. 

Mr. MANN. No; the gentleman is mistaken. The reason 
why they inserted it here is because they think they have more 
influence on the conferees. 

Here are two items, Nos. 111 and 112. One provides for 
the payment of $41,000 to the Indian, Okemah, trustee of the 
Kickapoo community in Mexico, and the purpoRe of the amend
ment is purely and simply to permit the payment of the $41,000 
to an attorney for claimed attorney's fees. 

Mr. CARTER. What number is that? 
Mr. MANN. That is ,No. 111. Here is No., 112, which pr~ 

vides for the deposit in the First National Bank of Douglas; 
Ariz., of all moneys known as lease money now on deposit "with 
or in any manner' under the control of the agents and officers· 
of the Interior Department for various Indians, and the receipt" 
by such bank for any such money shall operate as the receipt 
of the Indian owner and as a complete release of all liability -
on the part of the officer paying leased money as hereiµ, 
directed; no insinuation, even, that the bank shall turn it ovel·· 
to the Indians, and the purpose is to pay it to the bank iii' 
order that the bank may pay it to a.n attorney. No intention 
that a cent of it shall ever get into the hands of any. Indian;· 
to take the receipt of the bank as the receipt of the Indian and 
then propose to turn it o\er to somebody else. The amendment 
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in its form is scandalous and its intent is fraudulent.. [Ap
plause:] 
, I have not the time to discuss No. 137, proposing a scheme 
of $1,800,000 in reference to reclamation and irrigation work 
in the Yakima Indian Reservation, but if such a plan is to be 
entered upon it ought to be entered upon after consideration 
by the House and not merely by a Senate amendment agreed 
to as a trade in conference. There are a whole lot of other 
amendments relating to the same proposition which I do not 
have time to discuss. 

I shall not take the time to go o>er again the proposition 
that was discussed here the other day on the deficiency bilI, to 
pay a judgment of $3,305,257.10, which reeks with scandal from 
the beginning to the point that it now has reached. Probably 
the scandal has not ceased there. 

l\1r. STEPHENS of Texas. What is the number of that? 
Mr. 1\IA~TN. Ob, that is the Ute matter. I do not want the 

gentleman to think that the only amendments that I object to 
are those that I am peaking about, because I do not have the 
time to take them all in. 

There is another amendment here, No. 117, providing for 
the payment of a lot of money to >arious Indians of the Tilla
mook Tribe, in Oregon, and •arious other Indian tribes, and, if 
they are dead, to their heirs. 

And the meat in the coconut is this provision of the amend
ment, that the Secretary of the Interior shall find and inyesti
gate what attorney or attorneys, if any, have rendered services 
for or on behalf of said Indians, and shall fix a reasonable 
compensation to be paid to said attorney or attorneys for their 
sen-ices in prosecutin(J' the claims of said Indians. 

Every old attorney in town who, through some open or secret 
connection, is able to get some inside or public information 
concerning some old Indian claim or treaty, thereupon proceeds 
to render services, or claims to render services. Then he wants 
to be paid. I received from a gentleman in town this morning 
a letter in reference to a statement I made the other day that. 
in the Ute Indian matter the main services rendered by the 
.attorneys were lobbying in Congress. This gentleman denied 
that. I do not ~now from personal knowledge whether that 
statement was correct or not, but the Court of Claims, in allow
in<J' the compensation, stated that the man's principal ser~vices 
hs.d be~ lobbying in Congress. 

I am opposed, now and at all times, to the payment of these 
exorbitant, scandalous claims- of attorneys for lobbying with 
committees or with Members of Congress. I think it ought to 
be stopped and not encouraged. I hope that if this bill goes to 
conference the Bouse conferees will have the judgment and the 
nerve to say, "We will not agree to these amendments which 
haYe been placed upon this appropriation bill." [Applause.] 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from 
South Dakota [l\Ir. BURKE] such time as he desires. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota . . Bow much time has the 
gentleman from Texas remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Be has 22 minutes left. 
l\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ask 

that I be notified when I have spoken for se\en minutes. 
I would like to follow up the last statement made by the 

0

gentleman from Illinois, in which he said that he hoped that 
the Bouse conferees would see that certain amendments to this 

·bill a re eliminated in conference, by stating that the Bouse will 
have an opportunity in 22 minutes to express itself o one 
-proposition that is in the bill-that is, a private claim-because 
a motion will be made to cop.cur in the amendment of the Senate 
providing for its payment. 

I am not · going to discuss the merits of this claim, which is 
the John W. West claim, which was so earnestly and ab.y dis
cussed by the gentleman from Colorado [1\Ir. RUCKI ·i] . I 
simply want to call the attention of the Bouse to the fa ct that 
it is a private claim; that it dates back to the year 1 343 or 
1845 · that it was carefully considered by the Committee on 
Indi~n Affairs in the last Congress, and a unanimous report 
made against it; that it was considered by the Committee on 
I ndian Affairs in the present session of Congress and a favor
ubl~ report made thereon, with seven members of the committee, 
including the chairman, filing minority views. 

The bill is upon the Pr,irnte Calendar of the Bouse. I pre
sume it will be con idered during this Congress. There will 
.then be an OJ)portunity to discuss the merits of the measure. 
The proposition for us to consider at this time is whether or 
uot the Hou~e will concur in such an amendment on an appro-
priation bill, it being a prirnte claim. 

l\fr. Speaker, tllere is much in what the gentl.eman from Illi
nois bas $ttid relati"rn to provisions that have been incorporated 
in the Indian appropriation bill-that were pu t in afte~· the 

bill left the H ouse and agreed to in conference. We have one 
instance where an attorney's fee was paid which amounted ·to 
$750,000. The authority for collecting such a. fee was incor
porated in an Indian appropriation bill in another legisJ.ative 
body and agreed to in conference. 

We c\iscussed on Saturday· last the matter of paying ·a judg
ment in favor of the· Ute Indian , wherein it appeared that an 
attorney's fee had been paid aggregating, in round numbers, 
$211,000. Before the judgment was entered the Indians had 
$1,250,000 and were receiving annually $50,000, being 4 per 
cent interest on that amount. At the pre ent time the Indians 
ha\e nothing but a judgment, and that the House t:efusecl to 
appropriate for, but the attorneys ha.Ye received $211,000. The 
Indiaus haye lost their income. The gentleman from Illinois 
[1\Ir. MANN] says it reeks of fraud and scandal, and I agree with 
the gentleman; but I want to say in reference to that matter 
and others that he mav have had in his mind when he made thnt 
statement, that the Bouse is responsible, because the House has 
consented to agree to conference reports containing provisions 
that made such scandal possible. 

I say we have an opportunity at the present moment to dis
agree to an amendment of the Senate that proposes to pay one 
of these old, stale, outlawed clnims that does not belong on· tile 
Indian appropriation bill, and therefore it is not necessary fo r 
me to discuss the merits of that measure. Let the conferees 
go from the Bouse witll all of the amendments disagreed to, 
of which there are 156, and let the conferees determine whether 
or not they will concur in this or any other amendment. I do 
not think the Bouse need have any fear about what the attitude 
of the conferees on the part of the Bouse will be, so far as this 
amendment is concerned. upon which the gentleman from Colo
rado will make a motion to concur. I hope his motion will be 
voted down; that the Bouse will disagree to all of the amend-
ments of the Senate and ask for a conference. · 

l\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma. [Mr. CARTER] frre minutes. 

l\fr. CARTER. 1\Ir. Speaker, I do not think I shall consume 
more than about one minute. I just want to make this refer
ence to tlie claim of John W . West. I do not care to go into 
the merits of this claim any further tlian to repeat what has 
been so well said by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
BURKE], to wit, that there is already a. bill on the calendar pro
viding for the payment of this claim. 

There was some dissension about reporting the bill favornbly 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs. The chairman of the 
committee, together with the gentleman from South Dakota 
[1\Ir. BURKE], my colleague [1\Ir. · FERRIS], the gentleman from 
Minnesota [1\Ir. MILLER], the gentleman from Kansas [l\Ir. 
CAMPBELL], and myself signed .a minority report opposing the 
payment of tile claim. In due time it will come before the 
House and be considered in the proper way, and I do ·not think 
it should be passed on an appropriation bill, for it is pl)rely a 
claim. We have not now ·sufficient time to go into a detailed 
discussion of thi amendment, and I think the matter should 
come up in the regular way, when a full discu ion of the merits 
can be had. 

1\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield three minutes to the gen
tleman from Minnesota [1\Ir. MILLER]. 

·~Ir. MILLER. 1\Ir. Speaker, just a word in reference to the 
claim of J ohn W. West, without any time to enter into a 
thorough discussion of the merits of the case. I wish to call 
the attention of the membership of the Bouse to one most sig
nificant feature of this claim. 

It was 69 years ago when this mudQole that they call a salt 
lick was taken by the Cherokee Nation from Bluford West and 
l\1r. Rogers. Bluford West died G7 years ago. Bis widow, 
Nancy West, subsequently married a man named 1\farkham, 
and as Nancy 1\Iarkham, in 1873, after repeated efforts with the 
Cherokee Nation Council, secured $12,000 for this lick and the 
improvements thereon. It then came into the mind of some one 
that a brother of Bluford West, John W . West, bad a. one-third 
interest in the claim. There was no writing that showed that 
he bad any interest in this real estate. No pen eyer marked 
a word which said he ever had a right or title to any part. of it, 
and his lips now for almost half a. century have been sealed 
with death. During a period of 25 years, however, that he 
lived those lips never murmured a word that he had a claim 
in this salt lick spring. Talk about a claim with whiskers, l\1r. 
Speaker; it has 'not only .whiskers, but the .whiskers nrc grny. 
It has literally been dug up from the earth, hoary headed and 
phantom fo rmed. Whi1e there is much that can be said i~ an 
argument s.uch as the gentleman .from Colorado [:Mr. RUCKER] 
has said, with good discretion and earnestness, yet unless we 
are to grasp at a will-o'-the-wisp, unless we are to take tradition 
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- and superstition as a basis for a claim, demanding something 

substantial, something consistent · before we pay out other 
people's money, then this must be rejected. . 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Indian Affairs in the last 
Congress gave this a most thorough and careful investigation . . 
· Th~ SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired. 

1\Ir. STEPHENS of Texas. l\f r. Speaker, I yield two minutes 
more to the gentleman, 

1\lr. MILLER l\Ir. Speaker, after that careful and thorough 
investigation the committee unanimously agreed that for two 
reasons the claim should not be paid: First, because it had not 
been established with any degree of certainty that would justify 
either the committee in reporting in its favor or this House 
voting to adopt such a report from the committee; and, second, 
such a long period of time has elapsed and the claimants were 
guilty of such laches in any view of the case that they could 
not be granted relief, could not come to this or to any tribunal
hoping to get equity. Not having evidence to establish a legal 
claim, they can not appeal to equity, because they have not 
observed one of the fundamental principles of equity. So, Mr. 
Speaker, in view of these considerations, in addition to the fact 
that it is a personal claim, in addition to the fact that the House 
ought to have a right to consider it as a bill by itself, in addi
tion to the fact that it has no place on an appropriation bilJ, I 
think the motion ought to be voted down. 

1\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. 1\lr. Speaker, I yield the remain
ing time to the gentleman from AJabama [l\Ir. UNDERWOOD]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is recognized 
for 10 minutes. The Chair would state that he made a mistake 
as to the length of time in stating that the debate would run 
out at 1 o'clock. It will close at 5 minutes past 1. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy 
the 10 minutes with reference to this claim, because, as a 
matter of fact, I do not know the facts in reference to the 
claim itself, but I do know this: That there is a bill pending 
before this Congress now for this claim, and if it has merits 
it can be taken up in the regular way and be considered at a 
·proper time. The bill now pending before the House is a gen
eral nppropriation bill. I think there has always been in this 
House a great abuse of the rules of the House in putting legis
lation upon appropriation bills. There may be an excuse for 
it sometimes-a justification for it sometimes-when there are 
matters of great public moment that require immediate atten
ion, and when the only way they can be brought immediately 
to the attention of both Houses of Congress is to put them upon 
appropriation bills. But that, in my judgment, can only be 
justified when they are matters of great public moment, where 
the constituencies of all men in the Honse are interested. 
There is no justification whatsoever for putting on an appro
priation bill and thus delaying its passage a private claim, even 
though that claim be a very just claim and a -.ery meritorious 
one. In the first place, there is not an opportunity in consider-

· ing a claim of that kind on an appropriation bill to go into the 
real merits of the claim. Public business should not be delayed 
in passing appropriation bills by the discussion of private 
claims. 

:Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield? -

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
l\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gen

tleman if he thinks the House ought to concur in an amend
ment of the Senate which . would not be germane to the bill if 
it had been offered when the bill was pending in the House? 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I do not; and I certainly do not think 
so if it is a private claim. If it were some matter of great 
public moment and the Senate were determined on its sugges
tion and the House had to yield, it might be different; but I do 
not think that this House ought to make a precedent of putting 
any private claim on a general appropriation bill, and for that 
reason I hope that the House will vote down this claim and re-

. ject the Senate amendment, regardless of whether the claim is 
just or not. It ought not to be considered on thfs bill, and it 
ought not to be considered at this time. 

I yield back the balance ef my time. 
1\fr. STEPHENS of Texas. l\Ir. Speaker, I now move to dis

agree to all of the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 
The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Texas moves to dis

agree to all of the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 
l\fr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, as an amendment, I 

move that the House concur in amendment No. 91. 
l\Ir. MANN. ·Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from 

Texas that he ask unanimous consent to disagree to all of the 
Senate amendments except the one stated by the gentleman 

from Colorado, No. 91, and also amendments Nos. 33, 117, 130, 
and 137, upon which amendments I desire a separate vote. 

l\Ir. STEPHENS -of Texas. Very well, l\fr. Speaker, I will 
make that request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to disagree to all of the Senate amendments, excepting 
the one designated by the gentleman from Colorado, numbered.91, · 
and also amendments 33, 117, 130, and ·:t.37. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado moves to 

concur in amendment No. 91. 
The question was taken ; and on a di vision (demanded by l\fr. 

BURKE of South Dakota) there were-ayes 2, noes 61. 
So the motion to concur . was rejected. -
Ur. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move that amend-

ment No. 3~ be disagreed to. _ 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle

man from Texas to disagree to amendment No. 33. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded- by ·1\'Ir. 

l\IANN) there were-ayes 74, noes 0. 
So the motion to disagree was agreed to. , 
l\Ir. STEPHENS of Te..xas. l\Ir. Speaker, I move to disagree 

to amendment No. 117. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by l\fr. 

1\1.ANN) there were-ayes 63, noes 0. 
So the motion to disagree was agreed to. 
fr. STEPHENS of Texas. 1\Ir. Speaker, I now move to dis

agree to amendments numbered 130 and 137. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen

tleman from Texas to disagree to amendments numbered 1~0 · 
and 137. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 1\lr. 
1\IA.NN) there were-ayes 72, noes 0. 

So the motion to disagree was agreed to. 
1\1r. STEPHENS of Texas. 1\Ir. Speaker, I now move that 

the House ask for a conference. 
1\Ir. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in

quiry, and preliminary to that allow me to state that upon the 
Committee on Indian Affairs the seniority membership contains 
gentlemen who are opposed to the bill that I am in favor of. 
This is especially true of the gentleman from Oklahoma [1\lr. 
CA.RTER] who is a member of that committee and second, I think, 
in seniority, and who ought not to be upon the committee on 
conference. He is a Cherokee Indian himself, and I do not be
lieve that he ought to be allowed to sit on that committee. 

Mr. CARTER Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit me 
for just a moment--

The SPEAKER. Of course an of this is by unanimous con-
sent. 

l\lr. CARTER. I think I can satisfy the minds of the Honse 
very quickly upon that point. I have three-eighths Cherokee 
blood, but I have no more interest in the estate of the Cherokee 
Nation than the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RUCKER]. [Ap
plause.] 

1\-Ir. RUCKER of Colorado. Blood is thicker than water. 
Mr. CARTER. I have an interest in the estate of the Chick

asaw Tribe of Indians, and even if this matter concerned the 
Chickasaw Indians' funds I doubt if the gentleman's objection 
would be good; but I have no interest whatever in the Cherokee 
funds. 

Mr. l\IANN. Would the gentleman's three-eighths Indian 
blood have more interest than the five-eighths of white blood 
wou.Jd have on the other side, in any event? · 

So the motion of the gentleman from Texas [1\Ir. STEPHENS] 
wns agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. BURKE of South 

Dakota. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, l\Ir. AYRES was granted leave of ab
sence for two days, on account of illness in his family . 

AMERIC~~ REFUGEES FROM MEXICO. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
discharge the Committee on Military Affairs from the further 
consideration of Senate joint resolution 127. · This is a -resolu
tion which came over from the Senate yesterday afternoon and 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, where it 
has been amended and restricted in its operation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to discharge the Committee on Military Affairs from 
the further conslderation of the resolution named and to take 
it _up for consideration. 
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l\Ir. tn\"'DERWOQD. Mr. Speaker, reserving · the right to ob
ject, I wish to say this: I understand this is an emergency 
resolution which requires immediate action, and if it is not 
going to de1ny the House nt this time I have no objection to. 
unanimous consent. If it brings on general debate--

' l\Ir. SLAYDEN. I assure the gentleman it is not the purpose 
of the proponents of the measure to have any debate. The 
House, I think, perfectly understands what the resolution is. 

The SPEAKER. Of coUI'se, the Chair recognized the gentle
man to make the motion with the understanding it is a matter 
of necessity or emergency. Is there objection 1 · 

1\Ir. MA.1\TN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whn.t the 
proposition is. 

l\fr. SLAYDEN: Mr. Speaker, the resolution authorizes ·the 
expenditure, under the general direction of the Secretary of 
War, of so much of $20,000--

Mr. l\IANN. Can not we have it reported? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. There is a report which explains the whole 

matter, going into it very fully, if the Clerk will read it. 
The SPEAKER. ·The Clerk will read the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, au

thorized and directed to cause to be supplied, through the proper mili
tary officers at El Paso, Tex., all necessa.ry tents, together with tem
porary rations, for the care and relief of American citizens who have 
been compelled to remove and are yet removing ·from threatened danger 
in the Republic of Mexico and who are seeking refuge in Ell Paso, Tex., 
and adjacent portions of the United States. 

l\fr. SLAYDEN. I am authorized by the committee to offer 
the following amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
After the word "authorize," in line 3 of the resolution, insert the 

following : " To expend not to exceed the sum of $20,000, out of any 
unexpended balance of the money appropriated for the Mississippi 
flood sufferers, May 9, 1912." · 

In line 5 strike out the word "all"; in line 7, after the word "who," 
insert the following: "have no other means of obtaining shelter and 
food." 

.The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The joint resolution as amended was read the third time and 

passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
annotmced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 
127) authorizing the Secretary of War to supply tents and 
rations to American citizens compelled to leave Mexico. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to bill (H. R. 20728) making appropria
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, and for other pUI'poses, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1913, disagreed to by the House of Representativ~s, 
had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. CLAPP, and 1\Ir. CHAMBERLAIN as the con
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF WOOL. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\1r. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 
221.95 a bill revisino- the rates on the woolen schedule, and pend
ing that I ask unanim-0us consent that the bill be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the House resoh·e itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 22195, to cons.ider the Senate amendment, and pending 
that asks unanimous consent that the bill be considered in tl:).e 
House as in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
An act (H. R_ 22195) to reduce the duties on wool and manufactures 

of WOOL 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the 1st day of .January, 1913, 
the articles hereinafter enumerated, described, and provided for shall, 
when imported from any foreign country into the United States or into 
any of its po sessions (except the Philippine Islands and the islands of 
Guam and Tutuila), be subjected to the duties bereina.fter provided, 
and no others; that is to say : 

1. On wool of the sheep, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and . other 
like animals, and on all wools and hair on the skin of such animals, 
the duty shall be 20 per cent ad valorem. 

2. On all noils, top waste, card waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, 
ring waste, yarn waste, bur waste, thread waste, garnetted waste, 
shoddies, mungo, flocks, wool extract, carbonized wool, carbonized noils, 

and on all other wastes and on rags composed wholly or in part of wool; 
and not specially provided for in this act, the· duty shall be 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

3. On combed wool or tops and roving or roping, made wholly or in 
part of wool or camel's hair, and on other wool and hair which have 
been advanced in any manner or by any proce s of manufacture beyond 
the washed or scoured condition, not specially provided for in this , act, 
the duty shall be 25 per cent ad valorem. 

4. On yarns made wholly or in part of wool, the duty shall "be 30 
per cent ad valorem. 

5. On cloths, knit fabrics, felts not woven, and all manufactures o1 
every description made, by any process, wholly or in part of wool, hot 
specially provided for in this act, the duty shall be 40 per cent ad 
valorem. · 

6. On blankets and flannels, composed wholly or in part of wool, the 
duty shall be 30 per cent ad valorem: Proi:idecl, That on flannels com
posed wholly or in part of wool, valued at above 50 cents per pound, 
the duty shall be 45 per cent ad valorem. 

7. On women's and children's dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, 
bun.ting, and goods of similar description and character, compo, ed wholly 
or rn part of wool, and not specially provided for in this act, the duty 
shall be 45 per cent ad valorem. 

8. Pn. clot~ing, ~eady-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every 
des~ription, rncluding shawls· whether knitted or woven, and knitted 
articles of every description made up or manufactured wholly or in 
part, and not specially provided for in this act composed wholly or in 
part of wool, the duty shall be 45 per cent ad v'alorem. 

9. On ~ebbings, gorings, .suspenders1• braces, bandings, beltings, bind
ings, braids, galloons, edgrngs, insernngs, flouncings, fringes, gimpsz 
cor~s, cords and tasselst ribbons, ornament , lace , trimmings, :mu 
articles made wholly or rn part of lace, embroideries and all articles 
embroidered by hand or machinery, head nets, nettings, buttons or 
barrel buttoJlS or buttons of other forms for tassels or ornaments and 
manu~actures of wool ornamented with beads or spangles of wha'tever 
material composed, on any of the foregoing made of wool or of which 
wool is a component material, whether containing indla rubber or not, 
the duty shall be 35 per cent ad valorem. 

10. On Aubusson, Axminster, moquette, and chenille carpets figured 
or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or description 
the duty shall be 40 per cent ad valorem. ' 

11. On Saxony, Wilton,. and Tournay velvet carpets, figured or plain, 
and all carpets or carpeting of like character or description the duty 
shall be 35 per cent ad valorem. ' 

12. On Brussels carpets, figured or plain and all carpets or carpet
ing of like character or description, the dllty shall be 30 per cent ad 
valorem. · 

13. On velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed 
on the warp or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of Like char
acter or description. the duty shall be 35 per cent ad valorem. 

14. On tap~stry Brussels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or 
carpeting of like character or description, printed on the warp or other
wise, the duty shall be 30 per cent ad valorem. 

15. On treble ingrain, three ply, and all chain Venetian carpets the 
duty shall be 30 peL· cent ad valorem. ' 

16. On wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets the duty shall be 25 
per cent ad valorem. 

17. On carpets of every description, woven whole for rooms and 
Oriental, Berlin, Aubus on. Ax.minster, and similar rugs, the duty' shall 
be 50 per cent ad valorem. · 

18. On druggets and bockino-s, printed, colored, or otherwise the duty 
shall be 25 per cent ad valorem. ' 

19. On carpets and carpeting of wool, flax or cotton or composed 
In part of any of them. not specially provided for in this act and on 
~a1·g?e:.atting, and rugs of cotton, the duty shall be 25 per' cent ad 

20. Ma ts, rugs for floors, screens, covers, hassocks bed sides art 
squares, and other portions of carpets or carpeting, mal:le wholly or in 
plJ,rt of wool, and not specially provided for in this act shall be 
subject to the rate of duty herein imposed on carpets or carpeting ot 
like character or description. 

21. Whenever in this act the word " wool " is used in connection 
with a manufactured article of which It is a component material it 
shall be h~ld to ~elude wool or hair of the sheep, camel, goat, alpaca, 
or other like arumals, whether manufactured by the woolen, worsted, 
felt, or any other process. 

SEC. 2. That on and after the day when this act shall go into effect 
all goods, wares, and merchandise previously imported and hereinbe
fore enumerated, described, and pt·ovided for, for which no entry has 
been made, and all such goods, wares, and merchandi e previously en
tered ~thout payment of duty and under bond for warehousing, trans
portation, or any other purpose, for which no permit of delivery to 
the importer or bis agent has been issued, shall be subjected to the 
duties imposed by this act and no other duty upon the entty or the 
withdrawal thereof. 

SEC. 3. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with the prov! ions 
of this act be, and the SaJlle are hereby. repealed. This act shall take 
elfect and be in force on n.nd after the 1st day of January, 1913. 

The Senate amendment was read as follow : 
4n act (H. R. 22195) to reduce the duties on wool and manufactures 

of wool. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved August 5, 1900, entitled 

"An act to pl'Ovide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage tile indus
tries of the United States, and for other purposes," is herebv amended 
by striking out all of Schedule K thereof, being paragraphs 3GO to 
395, inclu ive, and inserting in lieu there9f the following: 

SCHEDULE K. WOOL A!'ID l!ANUFACTURl'lS THEREOF. 
360. All wool, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and otheL· like animals, 

shall be divided, for the purposes of this act, into the two following 
classes: 

361. Class 1, that is to say, merino, mestiza, metz, or metis wools, 
or other wools of merino blood, immediate or remote, Down clothing 
wools, and wools of like character with any of the precedina, includ
ing Bagdad wool, China lamb's wool, Castel Branco, Adrianople kin. 
wool, or butcher's wool, and such as have been heretofore usually im
ported into the United States from Bueno Aires, New Zealand, 
Australia, Cape of Good Hope, Ru sia, Great Britain, Canada, Egypt, 
Moroccoi and elsewhere, LeicesteL", Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down comb
ing woo s, Canada long wools, or other like combing wools of English 
blood and usually known by the terms herein used, and all wools not 
hereinafter included in class 2. 

362. Class 2, that ls to say, Donskoi. native South American, Cor
dova, Valparaiso, native Smyrna, and all such wools of like character 
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as have been heretofore usually impo~ted into the United States from 
Turkey, Greece, Syria, and elsewhere, excepting improved wools herein
after provided for ; the hair of the camel, Angora goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals. _ 

3G3. The standard samples of all wools which are now or may be 
hereaftet· deposited in the principal customhouses of the United States, 
under the anthority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be the 
standards for the classification of wools under this act, and the Sec
retary of the Treasury is authorized to renew these standards and 
to make such additions to them from time to time as may be required, 
and he shall cau e to be deposited like standards in other customhouses 
of the United Stat s when they shall be needed. 

3~4. Whenever wools of cla s 2 shall have been improved by the 
admixture of merino or En_glish blood, from their present character 
as represented by the standard samples now or hereafter to be de
posited in the principal customhouses of the United States, such im
proved wools shall be classified for duty as class 1. 

365. The duty on wool of the first class shall be 35 per cent ad 
valorem. 

366. The duty upon wools of class 2 shall be 10 per cent ad valorem. 
367. The cuty on wools on the skin shall be as follows: Class 1, 

30 per cent ad valorem ; class 2, 10 per cent ad valorem ; the quantity 
and value of the wool to be ascertained under such rules as the Secre
tary of the Treasury may pres<:ribe. 

3G8. Top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and gar
netted waste. 30 per cent ad valorem. 

36!). Shoddy, noils, wool extract, yarn waste, thread waste, and 
all oth1'!r wastes composed wholly of wool or of which wool is the com
ponent material of chief value, and not specially provided for in this 
section, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

370. Woolen rags mungo, and flocks, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
371. Combed wooi or tops, and all wools which have been advanced 

in any manner 01· by any prncess of manufacture beyond the washed 
or scoured condition, not specially provided for in this section, 40 per 
cent ad >alorem. . 

372: On yal'ns made wholly of wool or of which wool is the com
ponent material of chief value, the duty shall be 45 per cent ad valorem. 

373. On cloths, knit fabrics, blankets, and flannels for underwear, 
composed wholly of wool or of which wool is the component material 
of chief value, women's and children's dress goods, coat linings, Italian 
cloths, bunting, clothing ready made, and articles of wearing apparel 
of every description, including sba.wls, whether knitted or woven, and 
knitted articles of every description made up or manufactured wholly 
or in part, felts not woven, and not specially provided for in this sec
tion, webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, bandings, beltings, bindings, 
braids, galloons, edgings, insertings, flouncings, fringes, gimps, cords 
and tassels, ribbons, ornaments, laces, trimmings, and articles made 
wholly or in part of lace, embroideries and all articles embroidered by 
hand or machinery, bead nets, nettings, buttons or barrel buttons or 
buttons of other formR for tassels or ornaments, and manufactures of 
wool ornamented with beads or spangles of whatever material com
posed, any of the foregoing made of wool or of which wool is the com
ponent material of chief value, whether containing india rubber or not, 
55 per cent ad valorem. 

374. Aubusson, Axminster, moquette, and chenille carpets, figured 
or plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like character or description; 
Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, figured or plain, and all 
carpets or ca1·peting of like character or description ; Brussels carpets, 
figured or plain, and all carpets or carpetings of like character or de
scription; vel>et and tapestry velvet ca1·pets, figured or plain, printed 
on the °\\!ll'P or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of like character 
or description ; tapestry Brnssels carpets, figured or plain, and all 
carpets or carpeting of lilrn character cir description, printed on the 
warp or otherwise; treble ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian 
carpets ; wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpets ; carpets of every 
description, wove,p whole for rooms ; oriental, Berlin, Aubusson, Ax
mlnster, . and slmilar rugs, druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or 
otbenvise; all the foregoing, made of wool, or of which wool is the 
component material of chief value, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

37G. Carpets and carpeting of wool 01· of which wool is the com
ponent material of chief value, not specially provided for in this sec
tion, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

376. IUats, rugs for floors, screens, covers, hassocks, bedsides, art 
squares, and other portions of carpets or carpeting made wholly of 
wool 01· of which wool is the component material of chief value, and 
not specially provided for in this section, shall be subjected to the 
rate of duty herein imposed on carpets or carpetings of like character 
or descl'iption. 

377. Whenever, in any schedule of this act, the word . "wool" is 
used in connection with a manufactured article of which it is a com
ponent material, it shall be held t~ include wool or hair of the sheep, 
camel, goat, alpaca, or othe1· ammal, whether manufactured by a 
woolen, worsted, felt, or any other process. 

378. All manufactures of hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other 
like aniroal, or of which any of the hair mentioned in paragraph 363 
form the component material of chief value, shall be subject to a duty 
of 30 pet· cent ad vaiorem. 

SEC. 2. That on and after the day when this act shall go into effect 
all goods, wares, and merchandise previously imported, and bereinbe
fore enumerated, described, and provided fo1·, fo1· which no entry has 
been made, and all such goods, wares, and merchandise pre1dously en
tered ~itbout payment of duty and un~er bond for warehousing, trans
portation, or any other purpose, for which no permit of delivery to the 
importer or bis agent has been issued, shall be subjected to the duties 
imposed by . this act and no other duty, upon the entry or the witb
drnwal thereof. 

SEC. 3. '.fhat all acts and parts of acts in conflict with the provi
sions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. This act shall 
take effect and be in force on and after the 1st day of January, 1913. 

l\Ir. Ul\'DERWOOD. I suppose the five minutes on a side 
will be satisfactory to the gentleman. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. I think we had better have a little more time 
than that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman wants to reach an 
agreement about time I am willing to make an agreement or 
if he wants a little further extension under the five-minute ~ule 
I am willing tQ agree to it. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman propose to 
take al together? · · 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not care to make a general speech, 
and under the rule speeches are limited to five minutes, but I 1 

do not care to hold the gentleman down to that. I wouhl like 
to dispose of the question, as we have three propositions that 
we wish to send back to the Senate. 

Mr. PAYNE. Suppose we let it run a little while under the 
frve-minute rule. I will not want to talk o...-er 10 minutes, but 
I want to suggest that perhaps I had better make my motion 
now, as I wish to make a motion to concur with an amendment. 

l\Ir. U~'DERWOOD. Just one moment, the gentleman's mo
tion has precedence. l\lr. Speaker, there is but one Senate 
amendment to the bill, and I move to disagree to the Senate 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The..gentleman from Alabama moves to dis
agree to the Senate amendment 

l\Ir. · PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, r• move to concur, 'vi th an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 

" the following: 
That tbe act entitled "An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and · 

encourage the industries of the nited States, and for other purposes," 
'.1PProved August 5, 1909, be, and the same is hereby, amended by strik
mg out all of the paragraphs of Schedule K of section 1 of said act, 
from 360 to 395, inclusive of both,· arrd inserting in place thereof the 
following: 

1 . All w~~.ls, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other like anim!lls 
shall be d1. Lded, for the purpose of fixing the duties to be charged 
thereon, into the two following classes: , 

2 . Class 1, that ls to say, merino, mestiza, metz or metis wools, or 
other wools of merino blood, immediate or iemote, Down clothing wools, 
and wools of like character with any of the preceding, including Bagdad 
wool, China lamb's wool, Castel Branco, Adrianople skin wool or 
butcher's wool, and such as have been heretofore usually imported into 
the United States from Buenos Aires, New Zealand, Australia, Cape of 
Good Hope, Russia, Great Britain, Canada, Egypt, Morocco, and else
where, and Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down combing wools, 
Canada long wools or other like combing wools of English blood, and 
?Sually known by the terms herein used, and all wools not hereinafter 
mcluded in class 2, and also the hair of the camel, Angora goat, alpaca, 
and oth"r like animals. 
, 3 . ClD;SS 2, that is to say, Donskoi, native South American, Cordova, 

1 alpara1so, native Smyrna, Russian camel's hair, and all such wools of 
hke character as have been heretofore usually imported into tbe United 
States from Turkey, Greece, Syria, and elsewhere excepting improved 
wools hereinafter provided for. ' 

4. The standard samples of all wools, which are now or may be 
hereafter deposited in the principal customhouses of the nited States 
under the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be th~ 
standards for the classification of wools under this act and the Secre
tary of the Treasury is authorized to renew these standards and to 
make such additions t!> them from time to time as may be required 
and he sbaH cause to be deposited like standards in other custom: 
houses of the United States when they may be needed. 

.5. Wl•enever wools of dass 2 shall have been improved by the ad
mixture of merino or English blood, from their present character · as' 
~·epresented by the standard samples •now or hereafter to be depos'ited 
m the principal customhouses of the United States such improved 
wools shall be classified for duty as class 1. ' · 

6. If any bale or package of wool or hair specified in this act in
voiced or entered as of class 2, or claimed by the importer to be dutiable 
as r.f class 2, shall contain any wool or hair subject to the rate of dutv 
of class 1, the whole bale or package shall be subject to the rate of 
duty chargeable on wool of class 1 ; and if any bale or package be 
claimed by the importer to be shoddy, mungo, flocks, wool, hair or 
other ma tP.rial of any class specified in this act, and such bale con'tai.n... 
any admixture of any one or more of said materials, or of any other 
matNial, the whole bale or package shall be subject to duty at the 
highest rate impo ed upon any article in said bale or package. 

7. 'l'hP. duty on all wools and hair of class 1, if imported in the 
grease, shall be laid upo11 the basis of its clean content. The clean con
tent shall be determined by scouring tests which shall be made accord
ing to regulations which the Secretary of the 'l'reasury may prescribe. 
The duty on all wools and hair of class 1 imported in tbe grease i;;ball 
be 18 cents per pound on the clean content, as defined above. If im
ported scoured, the duty shall be 19 cents per pound. 

8. The duty on all wools of class 2, includmg camel's hair of class 
two, imported in their natural condition, shall be 7 cents per pound. 
If scoured, 19 cents per pound : Provided, That on consumption of wools 
of class 2, including camel's hair, in the manufacture of carpets druh
gets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, mats, rugs for' floor'-'· 
screens, covers, hassocks, bedsides, art squ·ares, and portions of •carpets 
or carpeting hereafter manufactured or produced in the United States in 
wh?le o_ }n part from W?Ols of class 2, including camel's hair, upon 
which duties have been paid; there shall be allowed to the manufacturer 
or producer of such articles a drawback equal in amount to the duties 
paid less 1 per cent of such duties on the amo1mt of the woois of class ? 
including camel's hair of class 2, contained therein; such drawbacl~ 
shall be paid under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe. · 

9. The duty on wools on the skin shall be 2 cents less per pound than 
is imposed upon the clean content as provided for wools cf class 1 and 
1 cent less per pound than is imposed upon . wools of class 2 imported in 
their natural condition, the quantity to be ascertained under sucb rules 
as the 8f-cretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

10. 'l'op waste and slabbing waste, 18 cents per pound. 
11. Roving waste and ring waste, 14 cents per. pound. 
12. Noils, carbonized, 14 cents per pound. 
13. Noils, not carbonized, 11 cents per pound. 
14. Garnetted waste, 11 cents per pound. 
15. Thread waste, yarn waste, and wool wastes not specified, 9~ cents 

per pound. 
· 16. Shoddy, mnngo, and wool extract, 8 cents per pound. 
17. Woolen rags and flocks, 2 cents per pound. 
18. Combed wool or tops, made wholly or in part of wool, or camel's 

ii~~., t~~rif~~ J1c~.r c~~f1a~ ~~l~~im:VV·Jl contained therein, and in addi~ 
....... 
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19. Wool and hair which have been advanced in any manner or by 
any process of manufacture beyond the washed Ol' scoured condition, 
hut less advanced than yarn, not specially provided for in this section, 
20 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 8 per c~nt ad valC\rem. 

20. On yarns, made wholly or in part of wool, valued at not more 
than 30 cents per pound, the duty shall be 2H cents per' pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Valued at m-0re than 30 cents and not more than 50 cents per 
pound1 21l! cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi
tion tnereto 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Valued at more than 50 cents and not more than 80 cents per pound, 
21~ cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Valued at more than 80 cents per pound, 2H cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 25 per cent ad va.lorem. 

21. On cloths, h.-nit fabrics, flannels, felts, and all fabrics of every 
description made wholly or in part of wool, not specially provided for 
in this section, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound the duty 
shall be 25 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi
tion thereto 30 per cent nd valorem. 

Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 60 cents per pound, 
26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 35 per cent ad valO'l'em. 

Valued at more than 60 cents and not more than 80 cents per pound, 
26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Valued at more than 0 cents and not more than $1 per P-Ound, 26 
cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 
45 per cent ad valorem. 

Valued at more than $1 and not more than 1.50 per pound, 2G 
cents per pound on the wool contui.ned therein, and in addition thereto 
50 per cent ad valorem. 

Valued at more than $1.50 per pound, 26 cents per pound ()D the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 55 per cent ad valorem. 

22. On blankets and flannels for underwear composed wholly or in 
part of wool, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the dut.v shall 
be 23~ cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 50> cents per pound, 
23~ cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 23~ cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Pt·ovitied, That on blankets over 3 yards in length the same duties 
shall be paid as on cloths. 

23. On ready-made clothing and articles of wearing apparel. knitted 
or woven, of every description, made uv or manufactured wholly or in 
part and composed wholly or in part of wool, the rate of duty shall be 
as follows: 

If valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty shall be 
25 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 35 per cent ad vn.lorem. · 

If valued at more than 40 cents and not more than 60 cents per 
pound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi
tion thereto 40 per cent ad valorem. 

If valued at more than 60 cents and not more than 80 cents per 
pound, 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addi
tion thereto 45 per cent ad valorem. 

If valued at more than 80 cents and not more than $1 per pound, 
26 cents per pound on. the _wool contained therein, and in addition 

/thereto 50 ver cent ad valorem. 
If valued at more than $1 and not more than $1.50 p.er pound, 26 

cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition. thereto 
55 per cent ad valorem. 

If valued at more than $1.50 per pound, 26 cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition thereto 60 per cent ad valorem. 

24. On all manu!actures of every description made wholly or in part 
of wool, not specially provided for in this section, the duty shall be 
26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, and in addition 
thereto 50 per cent ad valorem : Provided, That if the component ma
terial of chief value in such manufactures is wood, paper, rubber, or 
any of the baser metals, the duty shall be 26 cents per pound on the 
wool contained therein, and in addition. thereto 35 per cent ad valorem, 
and if the component material of chief value in such manufactures fg 
silk, fur, precious or semiprecious stones, or gold, silver, or platinum, 
the duty shall be 26 cents per pound on the wool contained therein, 
and in addition thereto 55 per cent ad valorem. 

25. On hand-made Aubusson, Axminster, Oriental, and similar car
pets and rugs, made wholly or in part of wool, the rate of duty shall 
be 50 per cent ad valorem : on all other carpets of every descripti-On, 
druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, mats, rugs fot· 
floors, screens, covers, ha socks, bedsides, art squares, and portions of 
carpets or carpeting, made wholly or in pad of wool, the duty shall be 
30 per cent ad valorem. 

26. Whenever, in any schedule of this act, the word "wool" is used 
in connection with a manufactured article of which it ls a component 
material, it shall be held to Include wool or hair of the sheep, camel, 
goat. alpaca or other animal, whether manufactured by the woolen, 
worf;ted. felt, or any other process. 

27. The :foregoing paragraphs, providing the rates of dnty herein for 
manufactures of wool, shall take effect on . the 1st day of January, 1913. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 
concur by striking out all after the enacting clause and insert
ing an amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will state I do not care to have this read 
rmle some gentleman desires it. It is the same amendment I 
offered to the original bill in the House when the bill was be
fore the Hou e on a previous occasion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was read in the House and the 
House understands it. 

Mr. PAYNE. It was read in the House and offered by the 
minority of the committee and voted for by the minority mem
bership of the House, but of course if any gentleman desires to 
have it read--

Mr. l\IONDELL. I would be glad if the gentleman wo11ld 
ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of it 

l\lr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis-
pense with the reacfuig of this amendment. ' 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to dispense with the reading of this amendment. 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. l\I..ANN. Is it not necessary, before we proceed further; 

that the Senate amendment be read or disposed of? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I suppo e the vote will 

· come on the Senate amendment, and I ask unanimous consent 
as the bill is printed and before the House to di pense with 
the reading of both the Senate amendment and the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from New York (Mr. PAYNE]. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection? 
, .l\fr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. Reserting the right to object. 
I would like to ask if the bills will appear in the RECORD if they 

. are not read? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, yes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The. 

Chair hears none. 
l\fr. RU:MPACKER. l\fr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The .,.entleman will state it. 
l\.Ir. CRUMPACKER The question is, When will a motion 

to agree to the Senate amendment be in order? The gen
tleman from New York has moved to agree to the Senate 
amendment with an amendment. I understand that would 
have priority over a straight motion to agree to the Senate 
amendment. The gentleman from Alabama (l\.Ir. UNDERWOOD] 
moves a disagreement, and I understand that a motion to con
cur or agree to the Senate amendment would have priority 
over the motion of the gentleman from Alabama. I want to 
know whether I am right or not. 

The SPEAKER. I think the gentleman is entirely correct. 
· l\fr. CRUMPACKER. So that the motion of the gentleman 
TI:om N:w York [l\Ir. PAYNE] would be first in order, and, if 
his motion should be voted down, then a motion to agree to 
the Senate amendment would be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 
l\fr. CRUMPACKER. I want to rna.ke that motion at the 

proper time. 
l\Ir. GA.RD:NER of Massachusetts. l\fr. Speaker, I suggest 

to the gentleman from Indiana [l\Ir. CRUMPACKER] that the 
negatiye of the motion to di agree carries concurrence. If I 
recollect the rule L"ightly, there is only one motion in order 
exc~pt the motion to concur with an amendment.. That is th~ 
motion to .disagree or the motion to concur, but the negativing 
of the motion to disagree curries concurrence. That is my 
recollection. 

The SPEJA.KER. There is not any doubt but that is a correct 
statement of the rule. 

.l\fr. CRUMP ACKER. The motion to con.cm· with an amend
ment is divisible, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. The Chair will state 
his understanding of the situation. The gentleman from In
diana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] can make his motion to concur or let 
it alone, as he chooses. H~ can make it now or after the mo
tion of the gentle.man from New York [Mr. PAYNE] is voted 
down. Of course, if the gentleman from New York is voted up, 
that ends the matter. The Chair is taking it for granted that 
the motion will be voted down. 

l\fr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make· a point of order that the 
Speaker should not express an opinion on anything of that kind. 
[Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not expre sing an opinion. 
The Chair was trying to get the parliamentary situation simpli
fied. The proposition laid down by the gentleman from Mas a
chusetts [Mr. GARDNER] is cotrect, that if the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] to disa aree is 
voted down, that is equivalent to n concurrence, and there is no 
necessity of putting the motion to concur. If the "'entleman from 
Indiana,'however, makes a motion to concur, al though it would 
be superfluous, the Chair does not see how it can do any harm. 
But if all three of these motions are pend.in.,. at once, then the 
order in which they would come would be, first, on the motion 
of the gentleman fi·om New York [Mr. PAYNE]; second, on the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana [.Mr. CRUMPACKER]; and 
then on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama to dis
agree. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then, I desire to move that the House 
agree to the Senate amendment to the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman offers his motion and the 
House votes it down~ that carries with it the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama [1\Ir. UNDERWOOD]. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] is recognized. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will not detain the House 

at th~s time in discussing this proposition. The wool bill has 
been fully discussed not only at this ses ion of Congress, but 
at the last session of Congress. The Senate amendrµent is the 
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amendment that was adopted by the Sen.ate at the last session 
of Congress, known as the La Follette bill, whiCh the House dis
agreed to at the last session of Congress and finally-:>Sent to 
conference, out of which grew a compromise bill. I think the 
Members· of the House are fully advised as to the difference be
tween the Senate amendment and the House bill, and without 
there is some occasion later on in the debate I will not take up 
the time of the House in discussing the two bills at the present · 
time. I understand the debate is under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this original wool bill, brought 
in by the Committee on Ways and Means, came here first w)th 
the only excuse for its existence that we needed a revenue duty 
of about 20 per cent on wool iri order to rescue and save a de
pleted and depleting Treasury. 

The next month showed that the depleted Treasury had a 
surplus of over $47,000,000 to its credit for the year 1911. de
ri'rnd from the present revenue laws. A year has passed since 
then, and the report of the 30th of June showed a surplus in 
the Treasmy for that year of over $37,000,000 receipts over the 
expenditures. A month has nearly passed in the present fiscal 
year, and the Treasury reports show that the Treasury is 
nearly $14,000,000 better off for this month up to date than Jt 
was after a month a year ago. So there can be no excuse for 
any gentleman who is talking free trade in wool to his con
stituents to vote for this present House bill in any way or 
shape. That argument is entirely removed from the contro
versy by the light of the Treasury statistics and the splendid 
showing of the present revenue law· in relation to raising 
revenue. 

We have as a Senate amendment the same one that came 
here about a year ago. Of course, every Member of the House 
knows the authorship of that amendment. At the time th~ bill 
was in conference a year ago the author of the amendment con
fessed that he was working with blacksmith tools, so to speak, 
or, in other words, that he had not sufficient information with 
which to form a tariff bill. However, a compromise bill was 
agreed upon without the information and went to the Execu~ 
tive, who sent it back with his veto, and the bill and the veto 
are now in the House files without any action. This bill was 
introduced, as I say, nearly a year afterwards, passed the 
House, and went over to the Senate, and comes back with the 
same Senate amendment. The President· vetoed the bill be
cause the Tariff Board was gathering information and would 
soon be ready to report. They have reported. They have made 
a full report. Tb,ey have made a report that has met the com
mendation of experts on the tariff quest!'on the world over
not confined to this country alone, but praised in other coun
tries as the most thorough ' and complete investigation and re
port ever made anywhere in any country in the world on the 
wool question, and better than all the information previously 
gathered upon this subject. When that report came in I was 
in hopes that my friend from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] 
would study it, but he seems to have delegated that matter to 
some other gentlemen, who made a report which misled him, I 
am sorry to say, or he never would have indorsed it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to interrupt my friend from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] on that proposition. Every time he comes 
into this Rouse he ma~es_ that statement. The gentleman from 
New York knows that his statement is untrue. "The gentle
mhn from Alabama " did study this report and did study the 
biil. The gentleman from New York knows that that is so. 
It is not important, however, because I think the gentleman 
makes the statement in a facetious way, but I do not want it 
to remain in the RECORD uncontradicted. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

l\1r. PAYNE. .l\Ir. Speaker, I would like to have five minutes 
more. 

The SPEAKER. 'rhe gentleman from New York [Ur. PAYNE] 
asks unanimous consent that his time be extended five minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. F AY1'TE. The gentleman who, I said, made the investi

gation and report has confessed it. I do not need to prove it. 
That is the evidence that I offer in regard to it. Where a man 
confesses to such a thing as that-not quite a crime, but much 
like a misdemeanor-why, I think that the evidence binds even 
the gentleman from Alabama. Of course, I have no objection 
to his offering a general denial, but I hope he will not insist 
that that report was his r~port, because I shall be led, very 
much to my sorrow, to think the contrary. 

.l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that he is 
stating what is untrue when he tries to imply to this House 
that either I or my committee did not report that bill We 
hired experts. I know what the gentleman wants- to say. He 
wants to say that · we hired Mr. Parsons and that we hired 

Prof. Willis and that we hired other employees to aid us doiiig 
the mechanical work. We did, but all their work was sub~ 
mitted to the committee, and the committee went over the -
reports. I went over the reports, and we were responsible for. 
them, and they were our reports just as much as the reports · 
that the gentleman from New York made on his bill were his 
reports, although he did not write them himself. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. Now, .Mr. Speaker, I must still be permitted
because I am careful of the honor and credit of my friend 
from Alabama and of his intellectual ability, and so forth-to 
say that I think he is mistaken in this matter and that the man 
who confesses to .haTe done this thing is really the guilty 
party. 

Let me add, Mr. Speaker, that the minority of the committee 
did study that tariff report and did study the facts presented 
by the Tariff Board; and, after much deliberation and, I will 
say to the gentleman from Alabama, with the aid of experts 
who figured under the direction of the gentlemen who were 
engaged in preparing that bill, the gentleman from Connecticut , 
[Mr. HILL], particularly, spending much time in verifying their 
figures from day to· day, we prepared a bill which we presented 
to thi House and which we present again. 

I would like to see it become a law. I think if it should be 
in ·operation for a couple of years even the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] would not try to disturb it, but · 
would allow it to remain upon the statute book. "It would not · 
injure our business," to repeat the favorite expression of the 
gentleman from Alabama. It would not destroy any industry. 
It would allow the wheels of progress to go on, and at the 
same time it would take away every excessive duty in the 
present wool schedule. It is an ideal bill in that respect. It 
ought to receive the vote of every Member on both sides of the 
House. 

Now, ~1r. Speaker, one word more. I have a telegram here 
from a constituent. He is a manufacturer of woolen goods. He 
is not a bloated aristocrat. He is not a malefactor of great 
wealth. He is a common, everyday American citizen, who 
understands his business and who was educated in it and knows 
what hard work is. He says: 

The La Follette bill will close or seriously injure every woolen mill 
in your district. 

It is signed "A. M.. Patterson." I commend that to the atten
tion of gentlemen upon this side and upon the other side of the 
House. 

But, l\1r. Speaker, I have spoken at some length upon the 
w.oolen schedule in times past, and I do not now propose to 
infiict myself further upon the House. I understand the gentle
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCALL] needs a little time, . 
and I think also the gentleman from: Connecticut [Mr. HILL] . 
I do not know what other gentlemen want to use time, but I 
commend them to the mercies of the House. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against the motion 

of the gentleman from New York [l\Ir. PAYNE] to concur with 
an amendment, and for the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] to concur, and I shall do that for 
two reasons, the first being that the Senate bill now before the 
House is sustained by the report of the Tariff Board, and, when 
fully analyzed, is not very different from the bill reported by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] for the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

The gentleman. from New York has briefly discussed this 
Senate bill, and has stated that in conference .the author of that 
bill said that it was prepared wJth blacksmith's tools. l\Ir. 
Speaker, when one examines the report of the Tariff Board and 
examines this wool bill, prepared before that report was made, 
and finds how nearly they agree, he is compelled to conclude 
that that author of the bill did a mighty good job with his 
blacksmith's tools. [Applause.] And one is led further to wish, 
Mr. Speaker, that when the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House and the Finance Committee of the Senate prepared the 
Payne-Aldrich bill they might have had some blacksmith's tools 
of this character. [Applause on the Democratic side.] One is 
compelled further to wonder, Mr. Speaker, what kind of tools 
they did have in the work that they did there. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I further am opposed to sending this bill 
to conference and I am opposed to sending it back to the Senate, 
because if you gentlemen of the Democratic majority want real 
revision, and want to send a bill to the President with the 
assurance that he must sign it, because it is in accordance witli • 
the Tariff Board, you ought to vote to concur in this amend
ment now. This country is demanding some action in the way 
of tariff revision, and is insisting that neither side play politics 
with reference to this great question. [Applause.] 
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l\Ir. HARRISON of New York. l\Ir. Speaker, I am in favor 
of disagreeing to the Senate amendment. A year ago, under 
instructions from my committee, I was one of the conferees who 
\otecl for the compromise bill with the Senate, but during the 
year that has passed the conditions have materially changed. 

During this interval the three great political parties have 
made their nominations for the Presid~ncy, and it seems per
fectly clear to us, and I believe it is clear to you gentlemen on 
the other side, that on the 4th of l\Iarch next a Democratic 
President will be inaugurated. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Now, if I am right in that forecast, I am in favor of 
waiting until we get a Democratic administration and can pass 
Democratic tariff bills. [Applause on tbe Democratic side.] I 
am in fa\or of passing the Underwood bill, and am not in favor 
of passing the La Follette bill. The La Follette bill has been 
under discussion both in the Senate and in the House many 
times, and it is unnecessary for me now to detain this House 
with a more lengthy discussion of its features. 

l\Ir. LE TROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 
l\Ir. LENROOT. Can not the gentleman afford some relief to 

the people by 11assing this bill now, and then, if his prediction is 
true, pass a Democratic bill later? 

l\Ir. HARRISON of New York. If we pass a revision of the 
woolen schedule now, the business community of · the country 
will be entitled to some relief from further agitation on that 
specific schedule, and rather than imperil a genuine Democratic 
revision of the woolen schedule, I am willing to postpone for 
six months the possibility of securmg the relief that the people . 
demand. 

l\fr. LENROOT. One more question. 
l\Ir. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 
l\Ir. LE~ROOT. Does the gentleman think the business in-

terests will not be agitated in the meantime? . . 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. I think that one revision of 

one tariff schedule in six months is enough, and I am in favor 
of waiting those six months to get some genuine relief. This 
Democratic Congress was sent here by the consumers of the 
country and not by the producers. Your Tariff Board report, 
to which you make reference, is a producers' report. It deals 
exclusively ,with the difference in the cost of production, if any, 
here and abroad. It is written in the interest of the woolen 
producers and the woolen manufacturers, and it has no bearing 
upon a genuine revision of the tariff in the interest of the con
suming public. The best proof that I can give in support of my 
assertion is that the Republican Party themselves, in their re
cent platform, have entirely abandoned their previous declara
tions in favor of fixing tariff rates by a difference in cost of 
production here and abroad. In the present platform they do 
not say a word about that. They have dropped it entirely, and 
with it they ought to drop the pretense of fixing tariff rates upon 
the report of their Tariff Board, because that report of the Tariff 
Board deals practically exclusively with trying to find out an 
a sumed difference in cost of production here_ and abroad in the 
production of wool and in the manufacture of woolen articles. 

The Democratic Party were able to drive the Republican 
Party from their platform position of a warding a reasonable 
profit to American manufacturers in addition to this assumed 
difference in cost of production. Now we have been able to 
drive the Republican Party entirely from tl~eir whole plat· 
form position, and they did not ha >e the temerity in the i1lat
form recently adopted at Chicago to insist upon measuring tariff 
rates by the difference in cost · of production here and abroad. 
It was found upon an analysis and examination of the Tariff 
Board's report on wool and woolens that it was impossible to 
disco>er the cost of production in this country, let alone the 
difference in cost of production here and abroad; and for anyone 
to pretend that that report of the Tariff Board furnishes any 
basis whatever for the fixing of rates for a woolen schedule is 
to fly in the face of facts. 

I am in fa>or of passing a Democratic revision of the woolen 
schedule. I am not in fa >or of compromising for a frankly 
protecti"rn measure, and I hope this House will flatly refuse to 
agree to the Senate amendment. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, there arc three measures pending 
before the House at this time. I ask unanimous consent that 
I may have 5 minutes on each one; that is 15 minutes altogether. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I ha>e no objection to the gentleman 
having 15 minutes, but I should like to see if I can get an 
agreement with the gentleman from New York about the length 
of time to be occupied before a vote is taken. 

l\lr. PAYNE. I do not know of anyone who wants to speak 
on this side except the gentleman from Connecticut [l\Ir. HILL], 

the gentleman from l\Ia.ssachusetts [l\Ir. MoCALL], and the gen
tleman from Indiana [lli. CRU::UPAOKER] . 

l\Ir . UNDERWOOD. How much time will they consume? 
l\lr. HILL. I should like 15 minutes-5 minutes on each bill. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. On the Hill bill, the La Follette bill, 

and the Underwood bill. 
The SPEAKER. Five minutes on each of the three wool 

bills. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; 15 minutes. But when the debate 

is closed, we will vote on them all at one time. 
l\{r. HILL. Yes; I understand. We ha>e got to make our 

choice between these three, and I think we ought to consider 
them all at one time. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts desire? 

Mr. McCALL. Five minutes. 
The SPEAKER. And how much time does the gentleinan 

from Indiana desire? 
l\Ir. PAYNE. The gentleman from Indiana wishes five min

utes. 
The SPEAKER. That will be 25 minutes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman wants 25 minutes on 

that side? 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that all de

bate on this bill be closed in 50 minutes, 25 minutes to be con
trolled by the gentleman from New York and the other 25 
to be controlled by myse·lf. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [l\Ir. UNDER
WOOD] asks unanimous consent that debate on this bill be 
closed in 50 minutes, 25 minutes of that time to be controlled 
by himself and 25 by the gentleman from New York, it being 
understood that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] 
is to have 15 out of the 25. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I assume that the gentleman from New 
York is going to yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Con
necticut. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Con-
necticut. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. 'i'he gentleman from Connecticut is recog

nized for 15 minutes. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, the three bills pending are, first, 

the Underwood bill, originally introduced from the Ways and 
Means Committee, gi"\"i.ng 20 per cent duty on wool and 40 per 
cent duty on cloth, these being the principal items in the bill; 
second, the Senate amendment prepared and presented by Sen
ator LA FOLLETTE, giving 3f? per cent duty on wool and 5u per 
cent duty on cloth; and third, the Republican House bill, sup
ported I believe by every Republican on this side of the Cham
ber, giving the rates called for in accordance with the report 
of the Tariff Board. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. HARBISON] gives it as 
his opinion that it is impossible to ascertain the difference in 
th~ cost of production at home and abroad, and that therefore, 
the report of the Tariff Board is of no value. If the gentleman 
is right, then he stands facing the opposite opinion of the 
whole world, because most of the business in this world bas 
for its basis the fixing of the selling price upon the cost of the 
product that is sold. 

l\Ir. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

l\Ir. HILL. Certainly. 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman must concede 

that the selling price has very litUe to do with the cost of 
production. 

Mr. HILL. I do not concede it. The selling price must be 
in accord with cost, or production ultimately stops in any line 
of business. 

What are the characteristics of the Republican bill which 
was presented by this House and voted for by every Republican? 
First, that all unnecessary and ineffective duties in the wool 
schedule as shown clearly and explicitly by the Tariff Board 
should be eliminated, and they were eliminated. Second, that 
cotton should not bear a wool duty, coming in ,in woolen fabrics 
or woolen manufactures. That great fault in the wool schedule 
is inherent, both in the Underwood bill and in the La Follette 
bill, which my friend from Wisconsin [l\Ir. LENROOT] says he 
proposes to -vote for in preference to !Jle House bill. The Under
wood bill absolutely puts a pair of rubber boots-to use the old, 
familiar illustration-under the wool duty. The La Follette 
bill does not do that particular thing, but errs in other respecrs. 
The Republican bill puts them where they belong, in the rubbet· 
schedule or under the clothing paragraph limiting the wool 
duty to the wool contained therein and nothing more. Th~1 
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compensatory duty is-' hased exactly upon the report of: the· My Democratic friends, if you want a definition of a tariff for· 
Tariff Board- revenue only, go back to the South Carolina nullification con--

Another thing. The· Rep,ublican bill puts- carpet_ wool on the vention of 1832, that all protected articles must go on the free
free list, ancL carpet wool constitutes 60· per cent of om: raw- list, all customs duties laid must be Iaicf on noncompetitive 
wool importations. That is a Republican Qroposition. It_ is .a. producbr. That is a ta.riff for revenue only~ and your platfurm_ 
noncompetitive product, which ought not to bear-any duty. The has compelled your candidate to stand upon i~ with tlie declnra
La. Follette bill makes it dutiable at 10 per cent. The Demo- tion that you· have no power to lay or collect dutie~ on any 
cratic bill makes it dutiable at 20 per cent, and.adds to the cost. other· basis. T.he Republican platform is to-day, and it Jias 
of the Ame1~ican produat, an• increase in the cost of every caupet been for four years, for protectfon measured by the difference· 
put int-0 every home in the United_ States. in the unit cost of production at home and abroad, but with an 

So much for the distincti.>e ' cha:racte.ristics of that particular amendment now that if any dutie& are higher than that they 
bill. It is protective in e\ery item, and yet it is lower than the shall be-rednc.ed, after an investigation-careful, protracted, and 
Democratic bill: presented here by· the Ways and 1\1eans Com- thorough..-by an. in.dependent, nonpartisan tariff board~ Such 
mittee, so fa.u a s the· whole schedule is conce-rned, not in par- investigation, has- been made in the bill presented here by the 
ticulur items, Lam perfectly free- to• admit that you can pick gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], cheerfully, enthusi
out items rrom the· Republican bill which are higher than the astically, and patriotically offered by him- as an amendment to 
Democratic bill; but the schedu-Ie as· a whole- is low.er undet~ the the present law which. bears his name. Is. there any Repub
Republican. bill, the bill which' the Republicans >oted for, by lican oru this~ side of- the House who will go back upon his 
several per cent-at least 6 or. 8 per. cent-than the bill pre- former vote: in favor of that proposition and advocate for any: 
s~nted by the Democratic.. mem.De:ra- of- the · Ways: and Means· reason. whateveu the bill presented by the gentleman from 
Committee. . Wi8consin [~fr. EAi FoLLEm'E] in the Senate, 15· per cent below 

Now, in regard to · the- La Follette bill. What is it! r have the Wilson b!J-1 ! If ~e do~s, I w~h him joy in ans'!ering sol!.1& 
said that tile La Follette bill puts a wool duty on cotton. It -of t:Jie question~. which h~ constituents, r fea~. w1ll ask_ hfin 
does. It differs from the Democratic bill in this respect, tha'ir durmg- the commg campaign., for, as I have said, there is_ no 
under the· I,a, Follette bill· the article of chref value must be halfway house where the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
woo.l, but any. article containing 51: per cent irr value of wool !Jnited States can stan~ and collect. d~1ties below 1:11e diff-erence 
and 49 per cent of cotton would come into this country with. m the cost of product10n and not mJure, extermmate, or em
tl;le cotton bearing the same duty- as the· wool . Nu such restric- b3;rrass the A!11erican industries upon which· tho_se· duties are 
tion is found in the DemDcratic measure. Ir there is 'one single laid. One thing more:: I commend to the chaH"man of the 
woolen. yaxw in. a piece of cloth and au the rest is cotton or Ways anct Meru:s1 Committee. in· ·the- conference just: about to 
jute, under. your Democratic measure it bears. the full. wool duty. come, the- followmg telegram. 
That is not in accordance- w.ith the report of the '.l'arift Boaird! The SPEAKER. The time o:f the gentleman has expired. 

Now then as to the rates. The O'entleman from Wisconsin l\fr. HILL. Just let me. read! this· telegram as to the dn.te 
says, that_ he' proposes to · vote ·for th; Lru. Follette- bill: and vote when. this bill shun go into effect: 
down· the. motion for- the bill which he voted for before. Does Farmers, d_ealers, manu~acturers, whole~ale a.nd retail clothiers, all 
l.. d th L F 11 tt b"ll b · t . ? L c4- h carry large. mvestments m raw and firushed wool, therefore would u?- eem . e a o e e I · a: et er measure· et me · s ow rec<?mmend in the event of possibility of passage of wool bill, let a. 
him. Thirty-five per cent on wool, 55 per cent on- cloth, means- per10d of 9 to 12 months be allowed before bill takes effect. Early 
34 per cent on woolen cloth on. the basis of free, wool. The Wil.. date as· September might bankrupt many.: _ 
son.. bill, with free wool, gave 40 per cent on cloth worth less '.rhe La. Follette bill provides for going into eff'ect on the 
than 50 cents a pound, and every one of you_ gentlemen know· 1st of January; and the Democratic bill, if I am not mistaken, 
that the cloth. that is made woctli less than 50-cents- a pound i& does the same thing. Elven the- Wilson bill, 18 years. ago, .recog
ex--eeedingly rare, because the scoured wopl alone is worth on nizing that it took 8 to 12 months to manufacture and' put 
the nxerage 45 cents. The- Wilson bill gave oO per cent on· cloth. woolen goods on the market, provided a difference of about 6 
w.orth more than 50 cents a. pound, and that was all of it prac- months between the time when the-duty on wool and the duty 
tically, an.d_ this- La Follette bill gives 34 per cent net· on woolen on the finished product shoulcf go into effect. I commend that 
fabrics, 16 per· cent less than the Wilson bill of 1894. The to the consideration of' the ch.airman. of' tlie committee. [Ap-
Underwood bill gives 28 per cent. where the La: Follette bill plause.J · 
g~ves 34 per cent, where the Wilson bill gave 50 per cent. Take Mr. KITCHIN. I do not know of anybody on this side who 
that home to y;ourselves and judge what the result w:ill be. We wants to talk now except Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
are facing a campaign.. I want to ask the Republicun.s_ on· this · Mr: PAYNE. If there i& only one person on that side, very 
side if they are going before their constituents and say that ~IL 
they rnted here for a proposition that cut the duty on woolen. Mr. KITCHIN. I think Mr. UNDERWOOD will close the debate 
fabrics 16 per cent below that which they had been condemning. and perhaps be the only one. Suppose the gentleman now yields 
for the last 18 years! Are you? I say to Republicans an.d to the gentleman from Indiana. 
Democ:rats a.like there is no h~ay house in this country. Mr. PAYNE. I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana if 
Under both pnrty declarations now there is no halfway house the gentleman will send fo:c Mr. U "DEBWOOD. 
between English free trade andi. protection. [Applause on the Mr; KITCIDN. I Iiave sent for him; he is at luncheon. 
Re1mblican side.] We will have either protectio11; based on the, Mr. PAYNE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from In-
difference in the unit cost of production, fair alike to the con- diana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. 
sumer and the producer, or we will have English free trade. Mr: CRUMPA.CKER Mr. Speakei:, at the last session of Con
There is no mistake about that. It is such protection abso- gress the so-called Undellwood bill for the revision of the tariff 
lutely on farm products, on citrus fruits, on lead and zinc, on on wool was passed by the. House and sent to the Senate. The 
iron and steel,. on every schedule in the tariff, measured by Sena.te substituted, as I understand, the same bill for the- Under-

- the difference in the unit cost of production, or it is Elnglish wood bill that it presents now. When the measure came back to 
free trade on them all, . and the people of the United States the-Hous9 the amendment was disagreed to and the bill was put 
have got to take their choice in this campaign. Talk to me, into conference, and the result was the compromise bill that 
the hypocritical talk that you can, about a tariff rate below the was vetoed by the President. We have traveled exactly along: 
difference in the unit cost of production and not hurt an in- the same course up to this point in relation to the revision of 
·dustry ! 'l'ake this very schedule and talk about not injuring. the woolen schedule at this session of Congress, and it seems 
the industry ! Ninety-six per cent of the entire consumption. in that gentlemen on the other side desire to put the same bill into 
this- lin.e of industry is home production now. Only 4 per cent conference again with the hope or expectation of compromising 
is imported, and yet the Democratic bill, made according to on substantially the same bill as before, with the .expectation I 
~he report of the Democratic committee, absolutely provided for have no doubt-the gentleman from New York [Mr. HABRiso~J 
the adclilional im portation of 200,000,000 pounds of foreign wool, almost: expressed the hope-that it will be vetoed by the- Presi

.'either in its r a w state or in the fabric. Can that be done with- dent, and there will be no legislation on the_ wool schedule at all. 
-out hurting the ,uomestic industry! It provided. for an addi- Mr. HARRISON of New York. _ Mr. Speaker, I will call the 
}ional importation of $40,000,000 worth of foreign cloth. It gentleman's attention to the fact that no request for a confer
transferred the labor of 25,000 men from this country to ence has been made. 
~m:ope. Can it be done without injuring the American in- Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is involved in the proposition to 
'4ustry! Oh, I say to you, gentlemen, that it is time to think. disagree to the Senate amendment. It would almost of neces-
Read your own platform,. and read our platform. You can not sity mean a conference. 
~o below the difference in the unit cost of production without Mr. HARRISON of New York. Not at all; there is no re--
encouraging foreign importations. Whell! you encourage foreign quest fur a. conference be:in~ made- by the House. . 
importatioru you drive out the domestic product. Th.at is your Mn. CRUMPACKER. I wondered if the gentleman: from New 
modem idea of a tariff for revenue only. Y.orki. in liis. i;ema.rks a- few: minutes ago ex:pressed the. senti-

• 
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ment of the Democratic side of. the House when he, in effect. 
said the purpose of the Democrats was to practically defeat 
legislation upon the woolen schedule at this session of Con
gress, with the expectation that on . the 4th day of next March 
there would be a Democratic President inaugurated, and then 
there would be a real Democratic revision of the tariff. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman be cour
teous enough to yield? I call attention to the fact the La 
Follette bill is not to go into effect until the 1st of next 
January. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is not a question of the date of its 
going into effect so much as the certainty of revising this im
portant schedule. Be ides, it would be necessary in a measure 
of this kind to provide that it shall not become operative until 
some time after its passage, so that business would have time 
to adjust itself. Let me ask gentlemen on the other side if it 
is their purpose and intention to prevent · the revision of the 
woolen schedule unbl the next administration? If that is the 
attitude of the Democratic Party, let it be known to the country, 
let the Democratic side of the House carry the responsibility of 
defeating a measure which, if they would agree to now, would 
become a law. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman knows and 
every man on that side of the House knows that we have long 
desired to revise the woolen schedule, and if you will agree to 
the Underwood bill, you will have a revision now. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It looks to the ordinary citizen as if 
this question had been nursed along for campaign purposes. 
The Senate amendment will operate in a reduction of the duty 
on the woolen schedule of from 45 to 50 per cent all afong the 
line. Here is an opportunity, gentlemen, to pass a bill that will 
reduce the duties on the clothing that the people of the counh·y 
wear from 45 to 50 per cent. You have the opportunity to 
do it now. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Who is responsible for the 
delay? 

l\Ir. CRUMPACKER. We are not running the business of 
the House; we are in a helpless minority. I want to say a word 
in relation to the attitude of the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. HILL]. He says the so:called La Follette proposition will 
reduce "the duty on wool und woolen fabrics 16i per cent below 
the rate of the Wilson tariff of 1894. I heard him not very 
long ago pronounce a very high encomium upon the Payne tariff, 
because it made the rates below the Wilson tariff. 
. l\fr. HILL. On the whole 14 schedules. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. But the woolen schedule had no share' 
in the glory of getting the duties down below the Wilson rate. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will yield the gentleman two minutes to 
answer this: Will the gentleman from Indiana [l\fr. CRUM
PACKER] say whether he favors the Hill bill or whether he 
favors the La Follette bill? 

l\Ir. CRUl\IP ACKER. If I had my way about it, I would 
enact the so-called Hill bill into law. 

l\Ir. KITCHIN. Have you ever read it? 
l\fr. CRUMPACKER. With some degree of care. 
Mr. KITCHIN. What is the difference between the Hill bill 

and the La Follette bill? How much is the difference in the 
rates? 

l\Ir. CRUMP ACKER. There is some difference in the rates. 
I tblnk the Hill bill is a little higher in some respects. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Is not the Hill bill 25 per cent higher? 
l\Ir. CRUl\IPACKER. It is not; and it is more equitable in 

a goo<l many respects. 
l\fr. Speaker, my attitude is this: There is an op:riortunity 

now of pas ing a bill that may become a law. We may agree 
to the substitute offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE], and that means conference. One bird in the hand is 
worth two in conference. 

1\Ir. KITCHIN. Does the gentleman believe that the Presi
dent would sign the La Follette biH? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am not authorized to speak for him, 
but I think he would. 

l\Ir. KITCHIN. If so.i why did all the stand-pat Republicans 
of the Senate vote against it? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am not responsible for anything in 
the Senate. 

l\1r. HILL. Did the aentleman say that the Payne bill as 
now offered as a substitute was 25 per cent higher than the 
La Follette bill? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No, sir; I did not say that. I say 
the Senate amendment approximates the facts reported by the 
Tariff Board. That amendment provides a rate for a large class 
of fabrics at 55 per cent ad valorem. The rate on raw wool is 
35 per cent. The rate on the fabric is 55 per cent, so the process 

of conversion of_ wool into cloth is , protected· by a 55 per cent · 
rate plus the excess of the duty on raw wool of 20 per cent, and 
it seems to me that is high enough.for protective purposes. 

l\Ir. HILL. I wish to say that every individual member of 
the Tariff Board approves the bill of -the gentleman from New 
York [l\Ir. PAYNE]. 

l\fr. CRUMPACKER. I freelyadmitthat ·the bill offered by the 
gentleman from Yew York [Mr. PAYNE] as a substitute for the 
Senate amendment, taken as a whole, is perhaps the most equitable 
and carefully prepared measure that has been submitted for con
sideration. As I said a moment ago, however, if that bill should 
be adopted as a substitute, the measure would be sent to the 
Senate and in all likelihood would go into conference. At this 
stage of the session it would mean that if the bill goes into 
conference the prospects for having an agreement between the 
two Houses and effective action would be very remote indeed. 
The Senate amendment which I have asked the House to agree 
to is a substantial embodiment of the essential facts contained 
in the Ta.riff Board's report. If the House should agree to that 
amendment the bill then would be ready to be submitted to 
the President for his approval. It is substantially different 
from the bill that passed the two Houses of Congress at the last 

· session and was vetoed by the President. Furthermore, at 
that time the Tariff Board had made no report, and it was im
possible for the President or anyone else to determine whether 
the bill that was submitted to him even approximately co>ered 
the difference in the cost of production here and in foreign 
countries. Co,nditions are different now. The report of the 
Tariff Boa"rd on the wool schedule has been before Congress 
over seven months, and careful examination of the report of the 
board will justify the conclusion that - the Senate amendment 
substantially covers the difference in cost of production here 
and in foreigu countries. 

I am anxious for that amendment to prevail, because if it 
does I belie,,e it means legislation. It means a thorough re
vision of the wool schedule. It means a reduction of the duties 
upon one of the great necessaries of life-from 45 per cent to 
50 per cent on an average-and at the same time the mainte
nance of a rate of duties sufficiently high as to protect Amer
ican manufacturers against disastrous foreign competition. It 
is of vital importance to have legislation at as early a date as 
is practicable, providjng always that the legislation is wise 
and just. We are here offering our Democratic adversaries an 
opportunity to vote into law a provision that is safe and, from 
their standpoint, one that will relieve the consumers of woolen 
goods from a burden that our adversaries claim they ha>e been 
unjustly carrying for many years. 

They seem to hesitate because the measure is not one of their 
own creation, because it does not carry the label of "tariff for 
revenue only." They know full well that if the Senate amend
ment is not agreed to that the bill will go into conference and 
that it will ·either die there or that the conferees will report 
substantially the same bill that was reported last summer, 
which will be vetoed by the President. The President can not 
w-ell do otherwise. 

The country must know that all of this talk and preten e of 
revising the tariff schedules in the interest of the consumer is 
pure buncombe, read in the light of the action of the Democratic 
majority in this body. They stubbornly refuse to accept any
thing in the way of tariff revision that does not fully conform 
to their own unwise and dangerous policy. They will not accept 
a reduction of 50 per cent of the duties on wool, because they 
believe in a reduction of 60 per cent. If they can not get a 
whole loaf, they prefer no bread at all. If they can not secure 
for the people complete relief, from their own standpoint, they 
prefer to withhold from the people any relief nt all. l\Iy judg
ment is that if their own bill were enacted into law it would 
paralyze the woolen industry in the country and throw hun
dreds of thousands of men and women out of employment and 
go a long way toward precipitating a general industrial panic. 

We are told that the report of the Tariff Board is inaccurate 
and that it is subject to any -one of a half dozen interpreta
tions. These criticisms are unfair and unju t. It is true that 
the differences in the cost of production of woolen fabric in 
this country and in foreign countries can not be ascertained to -
a mathematical certaintyy because of the differences that exist 
in the cost of production in different individual mills and in 
different localities in the same country. One who studies the 
report of the Tariff Board with a view to finding facts that will 
authorize the maintenance of a very high duty upon woolens 
will accept the highest cost of production in this country as 
against the lowest cost of production in foreign countries and 
upon this premise he will build a tariff that will be practically 
prohibitive. On the other hand, one who de ires to eliminate 
all protective duties will study the report of the Tariff Board 
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to find justification .for advocating free: trade: He will take th~ 
lowest cost of production in the United States and · compa_re ~ it 
with the highest cost of production in foreign co~ntries and 
conclude that it costs as much to manufacture woolens abroad 
as it does at home,- and therefore there is no need of a tariff 
on woolen fabrics at alJ. 

Honest, unbiased, sensible men will discover in the report _of 
the Tariff Board the average cost of the great volume of ~oolen 
fabrics manufactured abroad that may enter our ports and oc
cupy our markets -against home production, unless there is a 
duty to protect the home product. They will Iiot take the cost 
of production in a mill here that may produce cheaply, or an
other there that may produce at a very high cost, but they will 
take the difference in the cost of production of the great bulk 
in this country as compared with the great bulk of other coun
tries, and from a business standpoint will ascertain the rate of 
duty that will be necessary to protect the American producer, 
and at the same time not be sufficiently high as to enable him 
to extort undue prices for bis products from the consumer. It 
is a business question to be worked out by business methods. 

I have given the Senate amendment careful study, and I am 
satisfied that under its operation no Amer.ican industry will 
suffer. I feel assured that the duties carried in that amend
ment are high enough to protect every legitimate woolen indus
try in this country against destructive competition from abroad. 

The present tariff on wool is unduly high. It is unscientific 
and unbusinesslike. If the Senate amendment should be agreed 
to and become a law, this Congress will have to its credit the 
enactment of no more important item of legislation than that, 
nor one that will meet with more earnest commendation of the 
people. 

Mr. McCALL. l\Ir. Speaker, I am in favor of concurring in 
the Senate amendment, with the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], With regard to the 
Senate bill I would say that, however high the opinion of 
gentlemen may be concerning the qualities of the author of 
that bill, and I admit the justice of much that is said in his 
favor, he did not have the benefit when he drew it of the in
vestigations made by the Tariff Board. I am in favor of the 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from New York, be . 
cause it comes as n,ear as the seven minority members of the 
Ways and Means Committee could bring it to conform with the 
report of the Tariff Board. And unless we are to have a revi
sion of the wool schedule along lines on which we as a party 
are pledged to draw such a bill, then I frankly say that the 
responsibility should go to . the other side of the House for 
drawing a bill according to their theory. I do not believe in 
mongrel tariff bills which represent neither party, which may do 
harm, and which may benefit nobody, and for which no single 
party can be held responsible. · 

I agree with much that was said by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. HARRISON]. I trust that the result may show tha.t 
he is a false prophet, but if he is correct in his prophecy that 
Mr. Wilson will be President of the United States on the 4th 
of next March, then his position is _entirely logical. His party 
has been in the minority for 16 years, and now when they see 
the promised land before them they compromise away their 
position on the tariff and agree to a tariff bill which does not 
conform to their views in any respect. I should hardly like to 
follow tile gentleman as a prophet, because I might have to imi
tate Cassandra and prophesy _evil. But :we will have the issue 
fairly drawn, and if after the 4th of next l\Iarch the Demo
cratic Party is to be in control in the country and is to frame 
tariff legislation according to their platform and according to 
the speeches of its leaders during this session, then the Amer
ican people will haye an opportunity to judge from the effect 
upon industry, from the derangement, as I believe, of production 
which will follow, and the evil consequences of their action, 
whether they want tariff legislation upon Democratic lines or 
upon Republican lines. But if we compromise, if both parties 
agree here to a measure that is neitJ;ier Republican nor Demo
cratic, then no party can be held responsible. I am willing that' 
those gentlemen who have the responsibility, if we are not to 
have a Republican tariff bill, should bear either the glory or 
the ignominy of whatever the result may be. [Applause on the 
Republican side. J · 

With regard to the bill which is called the " La Follette bill," 
it is clear that it does not accord with the. Tariff Board report 
as to. rates upon many important items, and e!lpecially in the 
character of duties. The Tariff Board recommended specific 
duties and the L a Follette bill is made up of ad valorem duties. 
I would like to see, as I said, the report of the Tariff Board 
embodied in law. 

l\fr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
for. a very brief question? 

XLVIII--623 

- Mr. _McCAJ;,L; · Certainly~ 
Mr. LONGWOR'l'H. · Is there not another essential differ

ence in that it does not follow the recommendation of the Tariff 
'Board to assess the duty upon the scoured pound, and not upon 
the pound o·f raw wool? Is not that one of the very essential 
differences! 

Mr. McCALL. The gentleman from Ohio is correct about 
that. 

- Now, I do - not wish to say much more in regard to the 
report of the Tariff Board, which has been often criticized 
upon the floor of this House, but I will quote an authority 
who I think is an authority of the first rank. He is weighty 
because of the position he has held upon the tariff in the past, in 
view of his eminence as an economic scholar, and of the world
wide reputation which he bears. Prof. Taussig, of Harvard 
University, in an article published not long a.go concerning the 
report of the Tariff Board, concluded in these words : 

Economists will long find in these volumes a mine of information, 
and will be grateful for them when the political squabbles which now 
turn on them have been forgotten. 

I wish to have a law passed here, as our party is pledged to 
pass one, based upon the report of the Tariff Board. But if we 
can: not have a law {)n that basis, then let the Democratic Party 
assume the responsibility, and let them act upon their theories ' 
and embody them in law: [Applause.] 
· The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 

expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the report of this Tariff 

Board is the most remarkable document that has ever been pre
sented to the Congress of the Ullited States. The gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] states to this House, and I have 
no doubt in all good faith, so far as he is concerned, that his 
bill is sustained by the Tariff Board's report. The Senatgr 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE], at the other end of the 
Capitol, states to the Senate that his bill is sustained by the 
Tariff Board's report, and gentlemen on that side of the House 
assert that the La Follette bill should be passed, because the 
La ·Follette bill is written in conformity with the Tariff Board's 
report. · 

So far as I have been able to ascertain, the Tariff Board's 
report sustains the . Democratic bill, so_ far as the report goes; 
and I want' to challenge any man to point out where that report 
goes, in the ascertainment of facts of its own knowledge, beyond 
the question of ·a finding on raw wool and a finding on tops and 
a finding on yarn. 

Now that is all the Tariff Board ever found as a matter of 
their own knowledge. It is true th:;tt they submitted . certain 
samples of cloth to certain manufacturers in this country and 
abroad, asking them how much it would cost to make this sam
ple in this country, and aski9.g the foreign manufacturers how 
much it would cost to make it abroad-to make what they 
stated was a similar sample-and then they quote the state
ments of those manufacturers. Was that a finding of the Tariff 
Board? None whatever. 

Now, outside of what they found on raw wool and on tops 
and on yarn, and these statements coming from third parties in 
reference to cloth, I challenge gentlemen to · show me where 
they had made any statement about anything else . in reference _ 
to the wool bill. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit an inter
ruption? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. IDLL. Does not the gentleman know that both the bill 

he had the honor to intr_oduce and the bill that is now pre
sented by the gentleman from Alabama [l\Ir. UND.ERWOOD], with 
a motion to concur in the amendme.nt, were written months 
before the Tariff Board made any report at all? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
l\fr. IDLL. So that if there is any real harmony between the 

two it is a mere gu~ss. The only change in the La Follette 
bill is a reduction of 5 per cent from the bill written months 
before the Tariff Board report was made, and the House bill is 
the same bill, with no change whatever on the part of the 
gentleman from Alabama. If there is any harmony, ·it is_ a 
good guess, that is all. · 

1\-Ir. UNDERWOOD. I do not want the gentleman to take 
my time. I will yield to him all the time he wants. I am not 
contending that our bill was written on the report of the Tariff 
Board. I say the Tariff Board accepted the result of our find
ings and found the same result. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

There is· not any man tliat can deny the proposition that the 
Tariff Board's findings as to the duty that should be levied on 
tops sustained ·the Democratic bill, and that as to the duty 
which should be levied on yarn they sustained the Democratic 
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bill, and you did not deny it when the bill was 'before the 
HQ use. - [Applause on the Democratic side.] .. 

Now, on cloth there is no finding whatever, I say, by t:he ·Tatiff 
-:Board. They went out to some · manufacturers. to ascertain 
what it would cost to make cloth here and abroad, and then they 
came back here and .gave that statement as a report, and I asked 
what the cloth was and who the manufacturers were; they de
clined to give the information to the Committee on Ways and 
Means:. And yet you ask the Congress of the United States 
to write a tariff bill on a report of facts that were assembled 

•by British and American wool manufacturers [applause on the 
Democratic side], and it is on -that kind of a report that you 
and your President desire to deny relief to the American people. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, as I stated, the items reported on by the ·Tariff Board 
are about half the number of items in the tariff bill, and your 
board made no report whatever on ·the other items-merely 
threw it out, without information or any de ire' to give us in
formation. 

There was nothing in the world for the Committee on Ways 
and Means to do after that report ·came in 'but to .stand by the 
bill it had originally •reported to this House. ·That bill cuts the 
tax on raw wool nearly in half. It cuts the tax on the finished 
product of the woolen mRnufacturers nearly in half. ;It -reduces 
the wool schedule from an average ·Of 90 per cent on manu
factured wool to .42 per cent. It is not a j].rastic bill. It is a 
very ' moderate tariff bill. And, eliminating what the manu
facturer bas to pay in the ·way of tariff on raw wool, it still 
leaves to the American :.manufacturer of cloth 32 per cent ,ad 
valorem protectipn. ~ 

Now, ·when this total labor cost, as shown by the report, is 
only 21 ptr cent, and the difference in the labor cost is admitted 
by everyone to be only one-half, and 10 or 11 ·per cent ad valorem 
would equal the difference in labor cost, here is a bill that 
gives the manufacturer 32 per ·cent protection. Do you say 
that is drastic and unfair to the American manufacturer? It 
gives him more than an ample' protection. 

But the . Democratic Committee on Ways and ·-:rueuns did not 
attempt to be radical in this matter. It did not pretend to be 
radical. The Democratic platform that was in existence when 
the bill was written favored a gradual reduction of these ta-r
iff rates, -and we made a ·gradual reduction in this bill. 

The Tariff Board report has been made. That was an excuse 
why the President would not sjgn the woolen bill. Gentlemen 
on tlla t side predicted that this bill would neyer come back to 
the House. It- is here. I am not in ·favor of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE]. I 
am ready now and will be ready when this bill goes to confer
ence to giYe relief to the American people, even if I can not 
give all the relief that I belie~. is right and fair and just. 
[Applau eon the Democra_tic ·side.] 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 
Mr. ALLEN. Is it tlle purpose in sending the bill to ·confer~ 

ence to try to defeat legislation, or is it the intention ·to try to 
harmonize the differences between the two Houses and agree on 
a bill as speedily as possible? 

Mr. U:~'DERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that, ·of 
course, I can not answer for my colleagues on the committee. 
I am assuming that as chairman of the Oominittee on Ways and 
l\Ieans I will be on the conference committee, and I will speak 
fo1; myself. So far as I am concerned, my purpose is, if possi
ble, to relieve the American people .from the burden of taxation 
that now ·rests on thei;n, and I sho~d like to relieve them at 
once. 

l\Ir. l\1ANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman's motion "SO far has not .asked 

for a conference. 
Ir. UNDERWOOD. .I do not expect to ask for a conference 

now. 
Mr. MANN. Because the Senate may recede? 
Mr. U1'.TDERWOOD. There may be a question as to whether 

the Senate will recede. I will be perfectly candid with the 
gentleman and with the House. My reason in not asking for .a 
conference now is becau e I prefer my bill . to the compromise 
bill. If I can get my bill, I am going to try to get it. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
l\Ir. UNDE.RWOOD. I will. 
l\fr. LE.NROOT. Would the gentleman prefer his bill vetoed 

to a compromise bill signed? 
l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Wis

consin that I beliern there is a greater probability of the Presi
d ent of the United States signing the Democratic House wool 

blll than there is of his -signing ;Senator LA FoLLEm's· bfll. 
[Applause on the Dem'ocratic; side.] · I think there is very ,much 
stronger probability, and there is ·a reason for it. I will teli 
you -why. The La Follette bill has made practically no ·reduc
tion on raw wool. It has made a reduction on the ·finished 
product. The burden of the La Follette bill on the manufac
turer ·will be very .much heavier because of the high tax it puts 
on raw wool and because of the reduction on the finished prod
uct than the Democratic tariff bill will 9e. There is no use of 
concealing that fact. There is a broader margin between our 
tax on raw wo<>l and the tax on -the finished product' than there 
is in the Senate mendment. 

:Mr. "KITCHIN. But our bill, on the-whole, is lower. 
Ur. UNDERWOOD. But our bill, on the whole, is lower than 

the Senate bill would be · and less burden on the American r,eo
ple, because we do not put as high a tax on raw wool. That is 
the whole difference. 

Ur. I~}~"ROOT. Which bill does the gentleman think offers 
gre2ter competition from abroad? 

Ur. UNDERWOOD. I think our bill does, because it is lower. 
M1·. LENROOT. One more questiou. Is that to the interest 

of the American ·manufactureL·, does the gentleman think? 
l\ir. UNDERWOOD. Tlle competition with the Amel'ican 

·manufacturer comes when you estimate his cost. You could 
leave the Payne tariff rate, averaging 90 per cent on the finished 
product, and put a high enough tax on raw wool to put the 
American manufacturer out of ·business, notwithstanding the 
fact that the present rate is purely prohibitory, because when 
you increase the manufacturer's co t here by increasing his 
cost of raw wool you enable the foreigner to come in and com
pete with him, because you cut down his margin of profit: 

Mr. KITCHIN. Because the foreigner pays no duty on raw 
wool. 

Mr. UNPERWOOD. Certainly. The foreigner pays no duty 
on raw wool. If you put the rate high enough on raw wool, 
even under the Payne law, you could put the manufacturer out 
of existence. And there is where _I criticize the Senate bill. I 
say there is no justification for the ·Senate bill Under the 
theory of protection, with the tax you have on raw wool, the 
report of the Tariff Board showed clearly, if it showed any
thing-and the report of the Tariff .Board on raw wool ~was 
more full and complete than all the balance of their report imt 
together-they showed conclusively that so far as territor.ial 
wool is concerned there was no nece sity of levying any tariff 
whate•er for the purpose of protection, and the only place where 
they held that a tariff was necessary to be le-vied for protection 
on raw wool was 'for the merino sheep in Ohio and that section 
of the country . ·There they said that your present tariff rate of 
11 and 12 cents a pound was not high enough to protect the 
growing of that class of sheep, but they ·also said that the half
breed sheep that could be sold for mutton, that was raised in 
.Ohio and that country, could be grown without any tariff pro
tection w.hatever on the wool. 

If we were ·writing the ta..'{ on the theory of protection, there 
is nothing in this Tariff Board report that would justify our 
putting one cent of tax on raw wool.· The Democratic Party 
put a tax on raw wool, not for protection, but for the purpose 
of raising $17,000,000 revenue that we felt we could not dispense 
with. That is why we put the tax on raw wool. 

Mr. 'LONGWORTH. Why, then, does the gentleman ,vut 
raw wool on the free li t, when it produces a very large revenue, 
when the gentleman admits that the Tevenue is necessary? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is a matter of discretion as to where 
you sball levy a tax for revenue, and the Democratic po ition 
on sugar -recognized the fact that sugar produces a lar"'e 
amount of revenue; but we said that the ta.x on saaar went 
into the home of every man in the United State , high or low, 
rich or poor. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Does not wool go into every home? 
Ur. UNDERWOOD. Not as fully as sugar does. And we 

substituted for the $50,000,000 tax raised on sugar an excise 
tax to raise $60,000,000 from the pockets of the wealth of this 
country. [Applause on the Democratic side.] By that sub ti
tution we felt that we could put sugar on the free list, and the 
reason we have the tax on raw :wool is for the purpo of i:ai. -
ing revenue, and that alone. Therefore I say you can not "O 
by this Tariff Board report. There is no man on that ide of 
the House that dares say it is a full and complete report. There 
.are no two men on· that side of the House who can come to 
the same concl1:JSion, if you locked them up in different room • 
as to what the Tariff Board's report means. As a. matter -o;f 
fact, when the gentleman from Oonnecticut [Mr. HILL] brought 
in his bill before the Ways and Means Committee and sub
mitted it as ·a substitute, the roll was called, and a record· was 
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taken-and therefore I am not disclosing the secrets of the 
committee that are not liable to be giyen out-and the balance 
of his colleagues djd not vote, because they did .not know what 
was in the bill, and he had to. sustain the bill in the committee 
alone. · 

l\lr. HILL. To what bill does the gentleman ·refer? Every 
one of them voted for it. _ 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. The wool bill. 
Mr. ·mLL. Why, certainly; it was presented upon the floor 

of the House by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 
.Mr. UNDERWOOD. If I am mistaken, Mr. Speaker, I apolo

gize. 
Mr. HILL. The gentleman is no more mistaken than in re

gard to many other things, but he has made a complete mistake 
in regRrd to this. 

.!\Ir. UNDERWOOD. My recollection is that when the gentle
man presented his bill before the committee his colleagues said 
they uid not know what was in his· bill and therefore would not 
vote for it. 

l\lr. HILL. The gentleman is -entirely mistaken in reference 
to the· wool bill. The bill was presented by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, some of my colleagues 
adYise me that it was the gentleman's cotton bill in respect to 
which that happened. 

l\lr. HILL. Oh, we will take that up later. 
l\Ir. Ul\L)ERWOOD. But it was in reference to a Tariff 

Board report, and it merely illustrates the proposition I made
that after the gentleman had :written a bill following the Tariff. 
Board report on cotton, his own colleagues could not recognize 
it. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

l\lr. HILL. I am entirely prepared now to discuss that propo
sition. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the cotton ques
tion at this time? 

Mr. NDERWOOD. No. 
l\lr. HILL. Then I would suggest that he confine himself to 

tho wool bill. 
l\Ir. PAYNE. l\fr. Speaker, my suggestion was that the gen

tleman from Alabama called up the cotton bill without notice, · 
and I had not even read the cotton bill prepared by the gentle
man from Connecticut, and I did not know anything about it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\lr. Srcaker, I hope that this House 
will send this bill back to the Senate, disagreeing to the Senate 
amendments. I hope when the bill goes to the Senate that 
body will change its mind and conclude to abandon its amend
ments and send this House bill to the President of the United 
States. If the Senate does that, then, in compliance with his 
pledges, in compliance with his statement to the American peo
ple that after a tariff board had given Congress the informa
tion it desired he was in favor of legislation, he will be com
pelled to sign the bill. If a Democratic House and a Repub
lican Senate send him legislation, I contend that he can not 
refuse to sign it without stultifying himself before the Ameri
can people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But if the 
Senate of the United States concludes not to accept the House 
bill and insists on its amendments and asks for a conference, 
then -the committee on conference, at least those representing 
this side of the House, will go to that conference in,the hope 
that they can reach an agreement that will ultimately secure 
relief to the American people. 

l\f r SpPaker, I ask for a vote. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen

tleman from New York to concur with an amendment. 
1\fr. PAYNE. l\Ir. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and 

nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll; and there were-yeas 78, nays 158, 

answered "present" 8, not voting 146, as follows : 

Austin 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bowman 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Calder 
Cannon 
Copley 
Crago 
Crumpacker 
Curry 
Foss 
French 
Fuller , 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gillett 
Good 
Green, Iowa 
Greene, Mass. 

YEAS-78. 
Griest Miller 
Haugen Mondell 
Hawley Moore, Pa. 
Howland Mott 
Hughes, W. Va. Needham 
Humphrey, Wash. Norris 
Kahn Patton, Pa. 
Kendall Payne 
Kennedy Pickett 
Kinkaid, Nebr. ,Plumley 
Know land Pray 
Lafean · Prince 
La U'ollette Prouty 
Longworth Rees 
McCreary Roberts, Mass. 
McKinley Rodenberg 
McKinney Sells 
McLaughlin Simmons 
McMorran Sloan -
Mann Smith, Saml. W. 

Speer 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
Switzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Tilson 
Towner 
Utter 
Vare 
Volstead 
Wedemeyer 
Willis 
Wilson, Ill. 
Young, Kans. 
Young, Mich. 

- _________ .__ 

NAYS-158. 
Adair Driscoll, D. A. James 
Adamson Estopinal Johnson, Ky. 
Akin, N. Y. Evans Johnson, S. C. 
Alexander Fergusson Jones 
Allen Finley Kent 
Anderson, Minn. Flood, Va. Kinkead, N. J. 
Anderson, Ohio Floyd, Ark. Kitchin 
A.nsberry Foster Konig 
Ashbrook Fowler Korbly 
Bathrick Francis Lamb 
Beall, Tex. Gallagher Lee, Ga. 
Blackmon George Lee, Pa. 
Boehne Glass Lenroot . Brantley Godwin, N. C. Lever 
Buchanan Goeke Lindbergh 
Bulkley Goodwin, Ark. Linthicum 
Burke, Wis. Graham Littlepage 
Burleson Gray Lloyd 
Burnett Gregg, pa . Lo beck 
Byrns, Tenn. Gregg, Tex. McCoy 
Candler Gudger McDermott 
Carlin Hamill McKellar 
Claypool Hamlin Maguire, Nebr. 
Clayton Hammond Maher 
Cline Hanna Martin, Colo. 
Connell Hardy Mays 
Conry Harrison, Miss. Morrison 
Cox, Ind. Harrison, N. Y. Moss, Ind. 
Cullop Hay Murray 
Curley Hayden Neeley 
Davis, Minn. Heflin Oldfield 
Davis, W. Va. Helgesen O'Shaunessy 
Dent Henry, Tex. P adgett 
Dickinson Hensley Page 
Dickson, Miss. Holland Pepper 
Difenderfer Houston Post 
Dixon, Ind. Howard Pou 
Donohoe Hull Rainey 
Doremus Humphreys, Miss. Raker 
Do\lghton Jacoway Ransdell, La. 

.ANSWERED "PRESENT "-8. 
Berger Butler Hin 
Browning Dwight McCall 

NOT VOTING-146. 
Aiken, S. C. Denver Hughes, Ga. 
Ainey Dies Hughes, N. J. 
Ames Dodds Jackson 
.Andrus Draper Kindred 
Anthony Driscoll, M. E . Konop 
Ayres Dupre Kopp 
Barnhart Dyer Lafferty 
Bartlett Edwards Langham 
Bates Ellerbe Langley 
Bell, Ga. Esch Lawrence 
Booher Fairchild Legare 
Borland Faison Levy . 
Bradley Farr Lewis 
Broussard Ferris Lindsay 
Brown Fields Littleton 
Bmgess Fitzgerald Loud 
Burke, Pa. Focht McGillicuddy 
Byrnes, S. C. Fordney McGuire, Okin. 
Callaway Fornes McHenry 
Campbell Garner McKenzie 
Can trill Garrett Macon 
Carter Goldfogle Madden 
Cary Gould Martin, s: Dak. 
Catlin Guernsey Matthews 
Clark, Fla. Hamilton, Mich. Moon, Pa. 
Collier Hamilton, W. Va. Moon, Tenn. 
Cooper Hardwick Moore, TeL 
Covin~ton Harris Morgan 
Cox, Ohio Hartman Morse, Wis. 
Cravens Hayes Murdock 
Currier Heald Nelson 
Dalzell Helm Nye 
Danforth Henry, Conn. Olmsted 

~!~:~~~~ ~~a;ns ~!~fe~ N. Y. 
Davidson Hobson Peters 
De Forest Howell Porter 

Rauch 
Reilly 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rouse 
Ru bey 
Rucker, Colo. 
Rus!:!ell 
Shackleford 
Sharp 
Sims 
Sisson 
Slayden 
Small 
Sril.ith, Tex. 
Stanley 
Stedman 
Stephens, Nebr. 
Stephens, Tex. 

. Stone 
Sulzer 
Sweet 
Taggart 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thayer 
Townsend 
Tribble 
Tuttle 
Underwood 
Watkins 
Webb 
Whitacre 
White 
Wilson, Pa. 
Withers£oon 
Woods, owa 
The Speaker 

Parran 
Sparkman 

Powers 
Pujo 
Randell, Tex. 
Redfield 
Reyburn 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Roberts, Nev. 
Roddenbery 
Rucker, Mo._ 
Saba th 
Saunders 
Scully · 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Slemp 
Smith, J. M. C. 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Stack 
Stephens. Miss. 
Talbott, l\Id. 
Ta:ylor, Ala. 
Th1stlewood 
Thomas 
Turnbull 
Underhill 
Vreeland 
Warburton 
Weeks 
Wilder 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wood, N. J. 
Young, Tex. 

So the motion to concur with an amendnient was rejected. ·· 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
On this vote : 
Mr. JACKSON (to concur) with Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey 

(against). 
Mr. BROUSSARD '1.-ith Mr. THISTLEWOOD. 
Until August 1 : 
l\fr. Cox of Ohio with Mr. ANTHONY. 
Until August 28: -
l\tr. BYRNES of South Carolina with Mr. MADDEN. 
Until further notice: 
l\Ir. FERRIS with Mr. GUERNSEY. 
Mr. PATTEN of N~w York with Mr. REYBURN. 
Mr. FIELDS with .!\Ir. LANGLEY. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri with Mr. DYER. 
l\Ir. PALMER with Mr. · HILL (with mutual privilege to trans-

fer). · 
Mr. SAUNDERS with Mr. FOCHT. 
Mr. PETERS with Mr. McCALL. 
Mr. FAISON with Mr. DE FOREST. 
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Mr. THOM.AS with l\Ir. VREELAND. 
Mr. SHERWOOD with.1.1r. W-ooD of ·N~w ideTsey~ 
Mr. EDW.A'RDS with Mr. DALZELL. 
l\Ir. ,.SPaRKM.AN with Mr . • DAvrnsoN. 
Mr. GARRETT with Mr. FmrnNEY. 
Mr. :SHEPPARD with Mr.. BATES. 
Mr. HAlmwicK with Mr. · CAMPBELL. ··\ 
Mr. ·SCULLY ·With Mr. BROWNING. 
Mr. CALLAW.AY with Ur. MICillEL E. DRISCOLL. 
l\Ir. LITTLETON with Mr. DWIGHT. 
l\fr. LEGARE with Mr. LGUD. 

~e -:SPEXKER. The ·qu-estion is on concurring in the Sen· 
.ate amendment. 

-r.rhe -question was taken, and the Speaker announced the noes 
:seem.ad to have it. , 

Mr. ASHBROOK. l\fr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nnys. 
Mr. CRUl\1PACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas ·and 

nays on the vote. 
The SPEAKER. Forty-three gentlemen haTe ari en, not a 

.sufficient number. It takes 46--
Mr. CRUl\IPACKER. Mr. Speak-er, - r demu.nd the other -side. 
The negative was taken. 

Mr. DUPRE with Mr. WILDER. 
Mr. Proo with Mr. 'SL.EMP.. 
Mr. TALBOTT of l\faryland with Mr. P.A.?m.A.JS. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama with Mr. HARTMAN. 
Mr. AIKEN of South Carolina with Mr. AINEY. 

The SPEAKER. On this vote the ayes are 43, the noes are 
l ·. 192; 43 iis .a .sl:J.ffi.cient number, .a:nd the Clerk will call the roll. 
.. [Applause.] ~his Tote is on the motion of the -gentleman from 

Indiana to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. AYRES w·ith Mr. AMES. 
•The .question was taken; ·and there were-yeas-:56, nays 179, 

answei:-ed "present""7, ·not -voting .148, as · follows: 
Mr. BARNHART with Mr. BURKE of Pennsylv.ania. 
Mr. ·BoRL.AND with".l\fr. C.A.TLIN. 
Mr. DROWN with fr. DA'.NTORTH. 
Mr. CANTRILL with Mr. Dows. 
Mr. CART:m1nvith l\fr. "D.R.APER. 

Akin, N. ·Y. 
Anderson, .Minn. 
Ashbrook 
Bowman 
But·ke, s. ·Dak. 
Copley Mr. CLA.:B:K of Florida \vith lUr. HA.MILTON :of Michigan. 

Mr. Cm.LIER with Mr . ..F .A.RR. 
Mr. CovmaTON with ~Ir. HARRIS. 

1 C1:umpacker 
Curry 

Mr. DAUGHERTY with Mr. HEALD. 
Mr. ~D.AVENPORT with Mr. ~HE.:NBY of Connecticut. 
Mr. DIES with Mr. HIGGINS. 
Mr. ELLER~E with Mr.·CURBIER. 
Mr. FITZGERALD with Mr. HINDS. 
Mr. GARNER with Mr. lloWELL. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE with .Mr. LAWRENCE. 
Mr. HAMILTON of West Vb:ginia with Mr. ·LAFFERTY. 
Mr. :HELM with Mr. l\IcG"u.Jm: of Oklahoma. 
Mr. HUGHES of Georgia with .Mr. McKENZIE. 
Mr. KINDRED with Mr. MARTIN of ·south Dakota. 
Mr. LEVY with Mr. 1:PoWERS. 
Mr. MoGIL.LICUDDY with .Mr. MATTHEWS. 
Mr. l\laoN 'Of Tennessee with Mr. MooN of "Pennsylvania. 
Mr. RrcH.ARDSON with Mr. 'NYE, 
Mr. SHERLEY with Mr. OLMSTED. 
Mr. SMITH of New York with Mr. PORTER. 
l\Ir. STEPHENS of Mississippi with Mr. RO:UERTS of Nevada. 
Mr. UNDERHILL with Mr. J. M. c. SMJTH. 
Mr. WILSON of New York with Mr. SMITH ·of California. 
Mr. _YOUNG of Texas with-.Mr. KOPP. 
For the se sion : 
Mr. Bu.RUESS with Mr. WEEKS. 
Mr. IfoBSON with J.\.fr. FAIRCHILD. 

•J.\fr. BELL of Georgia with Mr. LANGHAM. 
Mr. FoRi-v:ES with 1\lr. BRADLEY. 
Mr. RIORDAN with Mr. AND.RUB. 
Mr. BARTLETT with .Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. ·TURNBULL with l\lr. HAYES. 
Mr. BROWNING. 1\lr. Spea ker, ..I :find .I am paired with l\Ir. 

ScuLLY, of New Jersey. I voted "aye." I "desire to withdraw 
my vote ·and -answer "present." · 

The name of Mr. BROWNING was called, and he answered 
"Present." 

Mr. McOALL. Mr. Speaker, I voted " aye,'' and I am paired 
with ·my colleague Mr. PETE.Rs, and ·IJ desire to withdraw my 
vote and .answer " present." 

The SPEAKER. Call the -gentleman's na:me. 
The name of 1\lr. McCALL was called, and he answered 

"Present." 
Mr. DWIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I .am ·paired with :Mr. LITI'LE

TON, of New York. I voted "aye," and desire to withdraw my 
·vote and .an wer '(.present." 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman's name. 
The name of l\1r. D;wmHT was 1called, ,and .he :answered 

·u Present." 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I have 'U .general ·pair with the 

gentleman · from Georgia, Mr. BARTLETT. I 'find he is .absent. 
I voted" aye,'' ·and I would like to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman's name. 
The name of Mr. BUTLER "w..as called, and Jie answered 

"Present." • 
The SPEAKER. Call my name. 
The name of l\.Ir.- CLARK ()"I° .Missouri ~.as calle.d~:and .be voted 

'.l!l.O/' 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The que tio:n ·is-'did the .:gentleman . from 

Indiana want to offer his motion? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I thought it ·.was ·pending; if it is 1lot, 

I move the House concur in the Senate amendment. 

Davis, Minn. 
Don oboe 
.Francis 
.French 
Fuller 
Gardner; N .. J. 

Adair 
Adamson 
Alexander 
Allen 
Anderson, Ohio 
..A.nsbcrry 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
.Bartholdt 
~athcick 
Beall, Tex. 
Blackmon 
Boehne 
Brantley 
"Broussard 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
'.Burke, ·wis. 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Calder 
Candler 
Cannon 
Cal'lin 
Claypool 
Clayton 
Cline 
Connell 
Conry 
Cox, Ind. 
Crago 
Cravens 
Curley 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dent , 
Dickinson 
Tiifenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Driscoll~ D . .A. 
Estopinal 
Evans 
Fergusson 

Bei:ger 
Browning 

Aiken, S. C. 
Ainey 
Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Ayres 
Barnhart 
Bartlett 
Bates 

~~~h~a. 
Borla!ld 
Bradley 
Brown 
Burgess 
Burke, Pa. 
Byrnes, S. -c. 
Callaway 
Campbell 
Can trill 
Carter 
Cary 

YEAS-56. 
Good 
Green,:Io.wa 
Griest 
Hanna 

_Hawley 
Helge ·en 
Hughes, 'W. V.a. 
Kendall 
Kennedy 
Kent 
Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Lafea.n 

"Lafferty 
·La Folleti:e 

..; Lenroot 
Lindbergh 
McLaugblin 
Miller 
Moss, Ind. 
Mott 

'·Norr.is 
Patton, Pa. 
Pickett 
Prince 
Prouty 
Rees 
Roberts, Mass. 
Rucker, Colo. 

NA.YS-::179. 
Finley Kinkead~ N. ~. 
Flood, Va. Kitchin 
Floyd, Ark. Kno.wland 
Foss Konig 
Foster Korbly 
Fowler Lamb 
Gallagher Lee, Ga. 
Gardner, Mass. Lee, Pa. 
George Lever 
Gillett Linthicum 
Glass Littlepage 
Godwin, N . C. Lloyd 
Goeke Lo beck 
Goodwin, Ark. Longworth 
Graham McCoy 
Gray McCreary 
Greene, l\Ias.s. McDermott 
Gregg, Pa. McKellar· 
Gregg, Tex. McKinley 
Gudger Mc.Kinney 
Ha.mill .McMor.ra.n 

:~~~~nd ~!~~~.re, Nebr. 
_Hardy Mann 
Harrison, Miss. Martin. Colo. 
Harrison, N. Y. Mondell 
Haugen Moore, Pa. 
Hay lUorrJ.son 
llayden Murrny 
Heflin · Needham 
Henry, Tex. Neeley 
Hensley Oldfield 
Holland O' Shaunessy 
Houston Padgett 
Howard Page 
Howland Pa~e 
Hull . Pepper 
Humphrey, Wash. Plumley 
Humphreys, lUiss. Post 
J acoway Pou 
Jti.mes _P.ray 
John on, Ky. ~ainey 

. John on, ._s. C. Raker 
Jones Ransdell,-La. 
Kahn Ranch 

ANSWERED "PRESElil.T '!-7. 
Butler Hill 

·nwight .Mays 

NO.T VOTING-148. 
Catlin 

· Clark, Fla. 
Collier 
Cooper 
Covington 
Cox, Ohio 
Cullop 
Currier 
Dalzell 
Danfol'th 
Daugherty 
Davenport 
Davidson 
De Forest 
Denver 
Dickson, lUiss. 
Dies 
Dodds 
Draper 
Driscoll, M. '.El. 
Dupre 
Dyer 

Edwards 
Ellerbe 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Faison 
Farr 
Ferris 
Fields 
Fitzgerald 
Focht 
Fordney 
Fornes 
Garner ' 
Garrett 
Goldfogle 
Gould 
Guemsey 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamilton, W. Va. 
Hardwick 
Harris 
Hartman 

Sells 
• loan 
Smith, Saml. W. 
·steenerson 
· tephens, ·caL 
·· Stevens, .Minn. 

· ~l.1owner 
Vtu:e 
Volstead 
Wedemeyer 
Whitacre 
Wilson, III. 
\Voods, lowa 
Young, Kans. 

Reilly 
Robinson 
.Rodenberg 
:Rothermel 
Rouse 
'Rubey 
Russell 
Shackleford 
~harp 
Simmons 
Sisson 
Slayden 
Small 

.8mith, ·Tex. 
·speer 
Stanley 
Stedman 

tephens, Nebr. 
Stephens, Tex. 

terling 
tone 

Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Sweet 
Switzer 
'.l'aggart 
Talcott, N. Y. 
TayJor, Colo. 
Taylor, Ohio. 
Thayer · 
Tilson 
Townsend 
Tribble 
Tuttle 

nderwoQd 
Utter 
Wn.tkins 
Webb 
White 
Willis 
~Vilson, Pa. 
Witherspoon 
Young, Mich. 
Th.e·Speaker 

Parran 

Hayes 
Heald 
Helm 
Henry, Conn. 
Higgins 
Hinds 
IIob on 
Howell 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hughes, N. J. 
Jackson 
Kindred 
Konop 
Kopp 
Langham 
Langley 
Lawrence 
L egare 
Levy 
Lewis 
Lind ay 
Littleton 
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L<>ud Murdock Roberts, Nev. Stack 
McCall Nelson Roddenbery Stephens, Miss. 
McGillicuddy Nye Rucker, Mo. Ta,lbott, Md. 
McGui re, Okla. Olmsted Sabath Taylor, Ala. 
McHenry P a lmer Saunders Thistlewood 
McKenzie Patten, N. Y. Scully 'Ihomas 
Macon Peters Sheppard Turnbull 
Madden Porter Sherley Underhill 
Martin, S. Dak. Powe.rs Sherwood Vreeland 
Matthews Pujo Sims Warbur t on 
Moon, Pa. Randell, Tex. Slemp Weeks 
Moon , Tenn. Redfield Smith, J . .M. C. Wilder 
Moore, Tex. Reyburn Smith, Cal. Wilson. N. Y. 
Morgan Richardson Smith, N. Y. Wood, N. J . 
Morse, Wis. Rior_dan Sparkman Young, Tex. 

So the motion to concur in t4e Senate amendment was re-
jected. . 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs 1 
Until further notice: 
Ur. SIMS with Mr. HARRIS. 
Mr. MAYS with Mr. THISTLEWOOD. 
For the vote : 
Mr. JACKSON (to concur) with Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey 

(against) . · 
· Mr. MAYS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to change my vote from 
" nay " to " present." 

The name of the gentleman from Florida [Mr. MAYS] was 
called, and he voted "present." 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 
The name of Mr. OLA.BK of Missouri was called, and he voted 

" nay." 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The ameLdment of the gentleman from 

Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] is rejected, and that carries with it 
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr:- UNDERWOOD] 
to disagree to the Senate amendment. 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the· motion to concur in the Senate amendment was 
rejected was laid on the table. 

EXCISE TAX. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 21214, 
known as the excise-tux bill, for the purpos of considering
the Senate amendments, and, pending that motion, I ask unan
imous consent that the bill may be considered in the House as 
in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER
WOOD] moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider the 
Senate amendments to the excise bill, and, pending that, he asks 
unanimous consent that the amendments may be considered in 
the House as in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. · 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman 
that I have no objection to that order. I want a separate vote 
on amendments Nos. 12 and 13, one with reference to the repeal 
of the reciprocity act and one with reference to the Tariff 
Board. · 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The1·e will be no objection on my part 
to the gentleman getting that. 

The SPEAKER. What is the agreement? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have just stated, to the · gentleman 

from New York [Mr. PAYNE] that there would be no attempt 
to prevent his getting a separate vote on those amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [l\fr. PAYNE] 
gives notice that he desires a separate vote on amendments 
numbered 12 and 13, one on reciprocity and one on the Tariff 
Board. 

Mr. l\.IANN. A parliamentury inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MANN. Is it not true that a separate vote would have 

to be taken on every amendment except by unanimous consent 
otherwise? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman is ·correct about it. 
Mr. MANN. Would not a separate vote have to be taken on 

' every amendment except by unanimous consent otherwise? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. Is there objection to 

the motion of the gentleman _from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report 
the first amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, one or two gentlemen who have 
spoken on the other bill desire unanimous consent to extend 
their remarks in the RECORD. I do not ask it for myself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that those gentlemen who spoke on the wool bill when it was 

pending before the House have five legislative days in which 
to extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman froin Alabama [Ur. UNDER
WOOD] asks unanimous consent that all Members who spoke on 
the wool bill shall have five legislative days in which to extend 
their remarks in the RECORD on the bilL Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
· The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend

ments to the excise bill. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, unless there is a desire 

on the part of some gentlemen on the other side of the House 
to have a vote on the other amendments to this bill-and most 
of them are technical amendments, except the two amendments 
indicated by the gentleman from New York, namely, 12 and 13-
I ask unanimous consent to disagree to the other Senate amend
ments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent to disagree to all the Senate amendment s except 
those as to reciprocity and the Tariff Boarq.. Is ther e objec: 
tion? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 

from New York desires to make his motion--
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 

the amendment numbered 12. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, on that motion I would 1ike to 

agree with the gentleman from New York as to how much time 
he wants. 

Mr. PAYNE. No .gentleman has spoken to me in regard to 
time. I do not know of anyone who wishes it, unless it is the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If no gentleman on that side desires 
time, I would like to have a vote. 

1 Mr. PAYNE. I do not know whether any gentleman desires · 
time or not. _ 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks on amendment :r;iumbered 12 in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 

HrLLJ makes the same request. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

:Mr. SAMUEI~ W. SMITH. . M1-. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend · my remarks in the RECORD on amendment 
numbered 12. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. _ 
Mr. CANNON. l\fr. Speaker, I make a similar request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 

submits a similar request. Is there. objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CALDER. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani

mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD on amend
ment No. 12. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
1\fr. UNDERWOOD. l\Ir. Speaker, I would like to ask unani

mous consent that gentlemen who desire to speak on amendment 
No. 12, the repeal of the Canadian reciproci~y pact, ma~ have 
five le()'islative days in which to extend their remarks m the 
RECOR; -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER
WOOD] asks uuanimous consent that all gentlemen who desire ~o 
do so may have frve legislative days in which to extend their 
remarks in the RECORD on the Canadian reciprocity pact. Is 
.there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair heai:s none. . 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur m 
Senate amendment No. 12. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker, if gentle
men do not desire to discuss the amendment. 

1\Ir. PAYNE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the proposition. 
The SPEAKER. Is this the reciprocity amendment that is to 

be voted on now?, 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes; it is the repeal of the reciprocity bill. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendment . 

be reported. _ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. TowN- · 

SEND] asks that the amendment be reported. Without objec
tion, the Clerk will r eport Senate amendment No. 12. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows : 
(12) SEC. 11. That the act entitled "An act to promote reclproc~! 

trade relations with the Dominion of Canada, a nd for other purposes, 
approved J uly 26, 1911, be, and is hereby, repealed: Providea, That 
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from and after the passage of this act the auty on chemical wood pulp 
shall be one-twelfth of 1 cent per pound, dry weight, if unbleached, and 
one-eighth of 1 cent per pound i.f bleached, and the duty on printing 
paper as described in paragraph 409 of the act approved August 5, 1909, 
shall be one-tenth of 1 cent per pound if valued at not above 3 cents 
per pound, two-tenths of 1 cent per pound if valued above 3 cents and 
not above 5 cents per pound, and 7~ per cent ad valorem if· valued 
nbore 5 cents per pound. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [l\fr. PAYNE] 
moves to concur in Senate amendment numbered 12, and on that 
motion he demands the yeas and nays. · 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 
The SPEAKER. Those in favor of repealing the reciprocity 

pact will -vote " yea " when their names are called; those op
posed will vote "nay." ~ 

The question was ta.ken; and there were-yeas 107, nays 126, 
answered "present" 8, not voting 149, ai:; follows: 

Akin, N. Y. 
Anderson, Minn. 
Ashbrook 
Au~tin 
Barcbfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bathrick 
Bowman 
Broussard 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burke, Wis. 
Cannon 
Claypool 
Copley 
Crago 
Crumpacker 
Curry 
Davis, Minn. 
Difenderfer 
Doughton 
Foss 
Foster 
Fowler 
French 
Fuller 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J. 

Adair 
Adamson 
Al exander 
Allen 
Anderso!l, Ohio 
Ansberry 
Beall, Tex. 
Berger 
Bln ckmon 
Boehne 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Calder 
Candler 
Clayton 
Cline 
Connell 
Conry 
Cox, Ind. 
Cullop 
Curley 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dent 
Dixon, Ind. 
Donohot:. 
Doremus 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Estopinal 
Evans 

Browning 
Butler 

Aiken, S. C. 
Ainey 
Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony . 
Ayres 
Barnhart 
Bartlett 
Bates 
Bell, Ga. 
Ilooher 
Borland 
Bradley 
Brantley 
Brown 
Burgess 
Burke, Pa. 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Callaway 
Campbell 
Can trill 
Carlin 
Carter 
Cary 

YEAS-107. 
Gillett Lindbergh 
Godwin, N. C. Loni:nrnrth 
Good McCreary 
Graham McKinley 
Green, Iowa McKinney 
Greene, Mass. McLaughlin 
Griest McMorran 
Gudger Miller 
Hammond Moore, Pa. 
Hanna Mott 
Haugen Needham 
Hawley Neeley 
Heald Norris 

- Helgesen Page 
Howland Patton, Pa. 
Hughes, W. Va. Payne 
Humphrey, Wash. Pickett 
Kahn Plumley 
Kendall Pou 
Kennedy Pray 
Kent Prince 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Prouty 
Know land Rees 
Lafean Roberts, Mass. 
Lafferty Rodenberg 
Ln Follette Rubey 
Lenroot Rucker, Colo. 

NAYS-126. 
Fergusson Kinkead, N. J. 
Finley Kitchin 
Flood, Va. Konig 
Floyd, Ark. Korbly 
Francis Lamb 
Gallagher Lee, Ga. 
George Lee, Pa. 
Goeke Lever 
Goodwin, Ark. Linthicum 
Grny Littlepage 
Gregg, Pa. Lloyd 
Gregg, Tex. Lobeck 
Hamill McCall 
Hamlin McCoy 
Hardy McDermott 
Harrison, Miss. l\!cKellar 
Harrison, N. Y. Maguire, Nebr. 
Hay Maher 
Hayden Mann 
H efiin Martin, Colo. 
Henry, Tex. Morrison 
Hensley Moss, Ind. 
Holland Murray 
Houston Oldfield 
Howard O'Shaunessy 
Hull Padgett 
Humphreys, Miss. Pepper 
Jacoway Post 
James Rainey 
Johnson, Ky. Raker 
Johnson, S. C. Ransdell, La. 
Jones Ranch 

ANSWERED "PRESENT "-8. 
Catlin Glass 
Dwight Hill 

NOT VOTING-149. 
Clark, Fla. Esch . 
Collier Fairchild 
Cooper Faison 
Covmgton Farr 
Cox, Ohio F erris 
Cravens Fields 
Currier Fitzgerald 
Dalzell Focht 
Danforth Fordney 
Daugherty Fornes 
Davenport Garner 
Davidson Garrett 
De Forest Goldfogle 
Denver Gould 
Dickinson Guernsey 
Dickson, Miss. Hamilton, Mich. 
Dies Hamilton, W. Va. 
Dodds Hardwick 
Draper Harris 
Dt·iscoll, M. EJ. Hartman 
Dupre Hayes 
Dyer Helm 
Edwards Henry, Conn. 
Ellerbe Higgins 

Sells 
Sharp 
Simmons 
Sloan 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Speer 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stone 
Sulloway 
Switzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Towner 
Utter 
Vare 
Volstead 
Webb 
·wedemeyer 
Whitacre 
Willis 
Wilson, Ill. 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, Kans. 
Young, Mich. 

Rei_lly 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rouse 
Russell 
Shackleford 
Sims 
Sisson 
Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Tex. 
Stanley 
Stedman 
Stephens, Nebr. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sweet 
•raggart 
Talcott, N. ~. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thayer 
Tilson 
Townsend 
Tribble 
Tuttle 
Underwood 
Watkins 
White 
Wilson, Pa. 
Witherspoon 
The Speaker 

Mays 
Parran 

Hinds 
Hobson 
Howell 
Hughes, Ga. 

¥a~\~~~ N. J, 
Kindred 
Kon op 
Kopp 

. Langham 
Langley 
Lawrence 
Legare 
Levy 
Lewis 
Lindsay 
Littleton 
Loud 

' ~ 

rr~8~1:~~1~iia. 
McHenry 
McKenzie 
Macon 
Madden 

Martin, S. Dak. Peters Scully 
Matthews Porter Sheppard 
Mondell Powers Sherley 
Moon, Pa. Pujo Sherwood 
Moon, Tenn. Randell. Tex. Slemp 
Moore, Tex. Redfielci Smith, J. M. C. 
Morgan Reyburn Smith, Cal. 
Morse, Wis. Richardson Smith, N. Y. 
Murdock Riordan Sparkman 
Nelson Roberts, Nev. Stack 
Nye Hoddenl>ery Stephens, Miss. 
Olmsted Rucker, Mo. Sulzer 
Palmer Sabath Talbott, Md. 
Patten, N. Y. Saunders Taylor, Ala. 

Tbistlewood 
Thomas 
Turnbull 
Underhill 
Vreeland 
Warburton 
Weeks 
Wilder 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wood, N. J. 
Young, Tex. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. CL.ARK of Missouri, and 

he voted " nay,'' as above recorded. 
So the motion to concur in Senate amendment No. 12 was lost. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs : 
For the session : 
l\fr. GLASS with Mr. SLEMP. 
On the vote: 
Mr. PETERS with Mr. FABR. 
Mr. JA.cxsoN (for repeal) with Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey 

(against). 
Until further notice: 
Mr. SULZER with Mr. l\!A.TTHEWs. 
l\[r. PuJO with Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. 
Mr. RODDENBEBY with Mr. J.M. c. SMITH. 
Mr. BRA.NTLEY with Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
l\fr. COLLIER with Mr. MONDELL. 
l\Ir. DWIGHT. l\fr. Speaker, I voted "yea,'' but I :find that 

I am paired with my colleague from New York, Mr. LITTLE
TON, and I wish to withdraw my vote and answer "present." 

The SPEAI:fER. The Clerk will call the gentleman's riame. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. DWIGHT, and he answered 

"Present." 
Mr. STERLING. l\fr. Speaker, am I recorded as voting? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The motion to concur in the Senate amend-

ment is lost, which is equivalent to the adoption of a motion to 
disagree. 

l\Ir. PAYNE. l\fr. Speaker, I ask that Senate amendment 
No. 13 be reported. 

The Clerk reafi the amendment, as follows: . 
(13) 8Ec. 12. That a board is hereby created, to be known as tlle 

Tariff Board, which shall be composed of five members, who shall be ap· 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
8enate. 'l'he members first appointed under this act shall continue in 
office from the date of qualification for the terms of two, three, four, 
five, and six years, respecthely, from and after the first day of October, 
A. D. 1912, the term of each to be designated by the !'resident ; but 
their successors shall be appointed for terms of six years, except that 
any person chosen to fill a vacancy shall be appointed only for the unex
pired term of the member whom he shall succeed. The President shall 
designate a member of the board to be. the chairman thereof during 
the term for which he is appointed. Any member may, aftet· due bear
ing, l>e removed by the !'resident for inefficiency, neglect of quty, or 
malfeasance in office. Not more than three members of said board 
shall be members of the same political party. Three members of said 
l>oard shall constitute a quorum. '.fhe chairman of said board shall 
receive a salary of $7,500 per annum and the other members each a 
salary of $7,000 per annum. The board shall have authority to appoint 
a secretary and tix his compensation, and to appoint and fix the com
pensation of such other employees as it may find necessary to the 
per·formance of its duties. 

That the principal office of said board shall be in the city of Wash
ington. The l>oard, however, ehall have full authority, as a body, by 
one or more ·of its membet·s, or through its employees, to conduct in· 
vestigations at any other place or places, either in the United States or 
foreign countries, as the board may determine. All the expenses of 
the board, inelnding all n ecessa t\Y expenses for transportation incurred 
by the members or by their employees under their orders, in making 
any investigations; or upon official business in any other places than 
in Washington, shall be allowed and paid on the presentatlon of itemized 
vouchers therefor, approved by the chairman of the board. Sbould 
said board require the attendance of any witnes , either in Washing
ton or any place not the home of said witness, s.aid witness shall be 
paid the same fees and mileage · that are paid witnesses in the courts 
of the United States. 

That it shall be the duty of said l>oard to investigate the cost of 
production of all articles which by any act of Congress now in force 
or hereafter enacted a.re made the subject of tariff legislation, with 
special reference to the prices paid domestic and foreign labor and the 
prices paid for raw materials, whether domest ic ot· imported, enterlng 
into manufactured articles , producer·s' prices and retail prices of com
modities, 'vhether domestic or imported, the cost of transportation from 
the place or places of production to the principal areas of consumption, 
the condition of domestic and fot·eign markets affecting the American 
products, including detailed information with respect thereto, · together 
with all other facts which may be necessary or coqvenient in fixing 
import duties or in aidin~ the President and other officers of the Govern
ment in the administration of tha customs laws, and said board shall 
also make investigation of any such subject whenevet· directed by either 
House of Congress. 

'l'hat to enable the President to secllre information as to the effect 
of tariff rates, restrictlons, exactions. or any regulations imposed at 
any time by any foreign country upon the importation into or sale in any 
such foreign country of any products of the United States, and as to 
any export bounty paid or export duty imposed or prohibition made by 
any country upon the exportation of any article to the United ·states 

·,. 

• 
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which discriminates against the -United States or the products thereof. ' As to. tp.e- Tarlff_ Borur~ propositi.on. it.self; this side of the 
and to assist the President in the application of the maximum and' House Ii.as met that issue fairly, and its proposition on that 
minimum tariffs and other administrative provisions of the customs . . . . ·-
laws the board shall from time to time malrn report, as the President . subJect will become- :r law. When the h~gurlative bill was before 
shall direct. ! · • ' 1 the- House- we. pro.vided for a bureau of damestic and. foreign 

That for· the purposes of th}s act said. board. shall have power .to: · commerce' in the- Department of· Commerce and Labor. That 
subpama witnesses, to take testimony, adnunister: oaths, and: to reqmre - . 
any person, firm,. copart.nership, c~rpo.rati?n, or a.ssociati?n eng~OO' in · amend~ent w~s ad~pted by the House, and I und~~sta:nd it 
the production, importation, or distribution -of any article under ~- stands: m the hill ratitied by the Senate: In that provrsmn fo·r a 
yestigation t~ prod~ce ~woks and papers re_Iating to any mat~er pertain,- bureau vf domestic and fo-reign ·commerce is a paragraph au
mg to such investigation. In case of failure- to comply with. the i:e• . . • . (JI .. t1~ t 
quirements of this section, the board may report to Congress- such , thonzing the bureau to do absolutely all the mvestibatton .ua 
failure, specifying the names of such persons, the individual name& of is i>"l'@:Vided for in this- l>ill and providing that it shall -report 
such firm or copartnership, and the names of the: offi.cers and direeto1-s to Congress 
of each suehi corporation or association sn failing, which report shall · . . . . 
also specify the article or articles p-roduced', imported, or distributed by J)I:rr.. GILLETT:. :Mr-. Speaker, will the. gentleman yield? 
such person, firm, copartnershf'P. corporation, or association, and the Mr~ UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
tariff sc~eduie w~ich applfys to sucli :Uticle. . · . Mr-. GILLETT. In that provision wa:s there any larger appro-

That m any mvestigation au.1:honzed by this act the board may . . . . 
obtain such evidence or information_ as it may deem advisable, but said prmtion given than always has been. given for- the performance 
board shall n-0t be required to, divulge tha names of persons1 fm:niishing o-f the. functfbns. of the. BIDeau of l\.1an1:lfactures'2 Therefore, is 
such eviden{!e o~ ~formatio~; and_ no evidence oi: infOi"mation so secured' there any way for it to do any tariff work? 
under the provisions of this- i;ection from any person, firm, copartner- . . . . . . 
ship, corporation, or association shall be ma:d.e publk by said board: rn. Mir_ UNDERWOOD. There: is no appro-pr1atioru m this prapo-
such manner as to be available for the use of 1my business competitor' sition at all· and as. to the appronriation it must O'O to the 
or rival. . . ' ' · . . th ' T"'h C That ·said board shall submit the results· of ifs investigatron.s, as here- ge;ntleman s commi.ttee anyhow to get e ·money. . ~ om-
inhefore provided, including all testimony, togethev with any explana- rmttee on Ways and Means have no control of appropriations. 
tory report of the facts S? ascertl!-ined, to the President or to either Mr. GILLETT. But the provision which the gentleman 
House of .congress, from time to time, when called upon J'Jy the Presi- S.P"'"ks of· does not make a:ny ap:n.rop-iatfon at all bevond such dent or either House of Congress. <:;CA. • y e J. r J 

That upon the taking eff.ect of this act the body now· known as the as has always been gi-ven for the Bureau of Manufucttuesr 
Tarifi Board shall·. transfer· to th.e Tariff BQard hereby created al~ such Mr. UNDERWOOD. But it puts the · law there and when 
propedy and equrpment, books and papers as are now possessed or . . . ' 
used by said first-mentioned board in <ronnectien. witiJ. the. subjects fol" the- Seeretary calls on Congress for the appropriation I h..'lYe no 
which the Tariff Board is hereby created, and thereupon the said first- doubt it will be given. 'l'1I:is provision collid not work unless 
mentioned board shall cease to exist. Congress gave the money, so there is :u.othing in that eonten· 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House coneur in tion at all. But the gentleman from l\1assaehusetts [Mr. GJL
the Senate- amendment; and if no gentleman desires to LETTJ kn-ows, because he is on the conferen.C:e committee, that. 
speak-- · my statement is. correct when I say that in that bil1 there is. a 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I should like to a.sk. the gentleman a provision, put there by this Democratic Bouse, authorizing as 
question. wrn the gentleman yield? full and as ample investigation as to all facts on which a tariff 

Mr. PAYNE. I wi:ll.. bill could be written a~ is provided in this aniendment: It pro-
Mr. LONGWORTH. I desire- to 1mow if this- amendment i~ vides that the- report shall be made to this House, and ther-e is 

in the same language as the bill that. passed the Senate on the no reason for your adopting this amendment unless you . want 
3d of last March and came over to the House. and was beaten to jeopardize the passage and the appro-val of an honest bill. 
in the closing days of the session? [Applause· on the Democratic side.] ' . · 

l\fr. PAYNE. It is substantially the same bill, but not ex- l\fr. MANN. 1\fr. Speakeiv, the provision in the legi$ltive. 
actly. There is a provision in this whieh I think was. not in appropriation bill referred to. by the gentleman from Alabama 
the bill to which the gentleman refers. That provision is that was not an extension of authority to make investigations-, but 
the board shall report to either House of Congress. . was ai restrictfon of existing authority. It provided for · one 

Mr. LONGWORTlll. That was in that bill. burealll instead of two· that now exist, and instead of incr~s-
1\fr. PAYNE. Then I think it is substantially the same bill. ing the chance to obtain information it decreases the oppor-
n!r. LONGWOR'Ji'B. It. is the Tariff Boa.rd bill.. tunity. The gentleman's excuse far opposing this amendment 
Mr. PATh'E. Yes. is the mo&t peculiar excuse that he has- ever been called upon 
l\lr. UNDERWOOD. J\Ir. Speaker, I ·desire to 0ccupy the to make. With the Senate in favor of the pl'OJ)osition, with the 

time of the House but five minutes. President of the United States known to be in favor of it, he 
_ I wish te say to. the House· that tbis amendment placed on says the House- should disagree to the arpendment for fear that 

the excise bill is an amendment to enact into · 1aw the Tariff by agreeing to it we will jeopardize the bill. [Applaus~ on the 
Board provi&ien that the Houoo- has voted on several times Republican side.] 
before. It is to enact into law the same· Tariff Board pro- Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from Illinois misnn
visiou that was proposed in the last Congress,. practically, and derstood my statement. I said that it was put on here for the 
that has been proposed in this Congness~ purpose of jeopardizing this Dill; that the man who placed it 

I have an objection to this legislation, and had the same ob- . on here knew that this side of the House was opposed tO' the 
jecti-On to. the-proposal to repeal the Canadian reciprocity treaty pass.age of it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
being included in this' excise tax bill. The E!Xcise bill has been Mr. MANN: But no gentleman on the other- side of the House 
agi·eed to by the Senate. It has been agreed to by this-House. can excuse him~elf fo11 voting against the amendment. on the 
It is the greatest piece of remedial legislation: for the benefit ground that it may jeopai·dize the bill. If that side of the
of the masses of the American people that has been passed in House to-day, with the opportunity before it, agrees to tj:lis 
a · quarter of a century. [Appiause on the Democratic side.] amendment, the final approval of the President of the United 

. It proposes· to put: fifty milli@n or sixty million dollars of States is already written upon the law. [Applause on the Re
the. bul'den.s of ta:x:a.tion on the wealth of the country, and to publican side:] Gentlemen over there are feopardizing the bill 
enable the Congress to remove it from tlte backs of the Ameri- by refusing to accept a; p-roposition which tile gentleman from 
can people. [Applause.] · I think if you had voted a few min- Alabama [l\Ir. UNDERwoouJ himself only a year ago favored in 
utes: ago to put a provision in this bill to repeal the Canadian the Committee on Ways and Means and in the House. It is 
reciprocity pact, you would have sent the bill to the President the same' proposition reported from the Committee on Ways 
of the United States expecting a veto as se>ou as it got there. and Means in the last Congress by a unanimous vote. [Applause.

1 
Yt;m would have rung its death. knell before you sent it from on the Republican side.] :But now the gentleman is afraid o( 
your hands, and I do not think we ought. to jeopardize tfii.:i his own shadow, afraid he will jeopardize the bill by adding 
bill by putting any amendments on it that are foreign- to "the an amendment to it that all Republicans are in favor of. i 
real purpose of this act. Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask the gentleman a 

_In the next place the Senate, under the Constitution of the question. The gentleman is the leader of the Republ~cans . .. He 
United States,. has no right to originate tariff. legislation. This is the mouthpiece, or should ber of the administration. I want ' 

' is. a proposition that. is- not germane- to the original bill, -that to ask him if we agree to put this amendment No. 12, repea~-.i : 
, has no right on it. and no piace on iL The gentlemen on that ing the Canadian reciprocity r onto this excise: tax bill, does the 
j i;;ide of the House" who believe in a Tariff Board, if they are gentleman from Illinois believe the President of the United 
honest and earnest on that question,. have a fair forum in whfch States wauld sign it? _ 

t to fight their battles. They have their proposition on the Mr. MANN~ We have disposed of that amendment. [Laugh
. sundry civil bill to-day. They cf!TI fight it out on the sund]'_y ter on the Democratic side.J · That is a last year's bird's rie:<t~ 
. cI-vfll bill". which is one of the great supply bills o:E tl:tis country. The gentleman hides behind that amendment in an endeavor t0> 
They do not need to jeopardize this- great excise-tax Dill by defeat this; amendment. I do not wonder that he is afraid to 
trying to complicate- its provisfons- by putting l'JPOR it amend- meet the issue on this amendment, and seeks to divert attention 
ments- to which they know · tnis side of the Honse· can not to the other amendment. This amendment is now before the 
agree. , House. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the gentleman has not yet an
swered my question. 

1\fr. 1\1.ANN. .And if the gentlemen on that side of the aisle 
are in favor of a tariff board, let them vote for this amend
ment. If they are opposed to a tariff board, let them vote 
against the amendment. 

1\lr. UNDERWOOD. But the gentleman has not yet an
swered my question. I am inquiring for information, and I am 
going to the source of authority. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know, if that is what the gentleman 
wants to know. But if the gentleman desires to advance the 
passage of this bill, if he wants to make it so· that Republicans 
can support and defend it, so that a Republican President can 
approve it, so that a Republican Senate will agree to it, let 
him yield now his fear and go back to where he stood a year 
ago and vote for the proposition which he then ·favored and 
which we all now favor. [.Applause on the Republican side.] 
. The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle

man from New York to concur in the Senate amendment . 
. l\1r. P .AYNE. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and 

nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 99, nays 130, 

answered " present " 8, not voting 153, as follows : 

Anderson, Minn. 
Austin r 
Barcbfeld 
Bartholdt 
Berger 
Bowman 
Bm·ke, S. Dak. 
Burke, Wis. 
Calder 
Cannon 
Copley 
Crago 
Crumpacker 
Cony 
Davis, Minn. 
Donohoe 
Doremus 
Foss 
French 
Fuller 
Gardner, l\Iass. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gillett 
Go9'l 
Green, Iowa 

Adair 
Adamson 
Akin, N. Y. 
Alexander 
Allen 
Anderson, Ohio 
Ans berry 
Ashbrook 
Bathr ick 
Beall, Tex. 
Blackmon 
Boehne 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
Burleson 

· Burnett 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Candler 
Carlin 
Carter 
Claypool 
Clayton 
Cline 
Connell 
Conry 
Cox, Ind. 
Cravens 
Cullop 
Curley 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dent 
Dickinson 
Difenderfer 

Brantley 
Browning 

Aiken, S. C. 
Ainey 
Am.es 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Ayres 
Barnhart 
Bartlett 
Bates 

YEAS-99. 
Greene, Mass. McKinney 
Griest McLaughlin 
Hammond McMorran 
Hanna l\Iann 
Hawley Miller 
Heald' Mondell 
Helgesen Moore, Pa. 
Howland Morrison 
Hughes, W. Va. Moss, Ind. 
Humphrey, Wash. Mott 
Kahn Needham 
Kendall Norris 
Kennedy Patton, Pa. 
Kent Payne 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Pickett 
Kinkead, N. J. Plumley 
Know land Pray 
Lafean Prince 
La Follette Prouty 
Lee, Pa. Rees 
Lenroot : ~ ~ · Roberts, Mass. 
Lindbergh Rodenberg 
Longwo1·th Sells 
McCreary Simmons 
McKinley Sloan 

NAYS-130. 

Smith, Saml. W. 
Speer 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 
Sweet 
Switzer 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Tilson 
Towner 
Utter 
Vare 
Volstead 
Wedemeyer 
Whitacre 

- White 
Willis 
Wilson, Ill. 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, Kans. 
Young, Mich. 

Dixon, Ind. Howard Rauch 
Doughton Hull Reilly 
Driscoll, D. A. Humphreys, Miss. Rothermel 
Estopinal Jacoway Rouse 
Evans James Rubey 
Fergusson _ . J"ohnson, Ky. Rucker, Colo. 
Finley J"ohnson, s; C. Russell 
Flood, Va. Kitchin Shackleford 
Floyd, Ark. Konig Sharp 
Foster Korbly Sims 
Fowler Lee, Ga. Sisson 
Francis Linthicum Small 
Gallagher Littlepage Smith, Tex. 
George Lloyd Stanley 
Godwin, N. C. Lobeck Stedma n 
Goeke McCoy Stephens, Nebr. 
Goodwin, Ark. McDermott Stephens, Tex. 
Graham McKellar Stone 
Gray Maguire, Nebr. Sulzer 
Gregg, Pa. Maher T:).ggart 
Gregg, Tex. Martin, Colo. T:iylor, Colo. 
Gudger Murray , Thayer 
Hamlin Neeley Townsend 
Hardy Oldfield Tribble 
Harrison, Miss. O'Shaunessy Tuttle 
Harrison, N. Y. Padgett Underwood 
Hay Page Watkins 
Hayden Pepper Webb 
Hetlin. Post Wilson, Pa. 
Henry, Tex. Pou Witherspoon 
Hensley Rainey The Speaker 
Holland Raker 
Houston Ransdell, La. 

ANSWERED " PRESENT "-8. 
Butler Hill 
Dwight Mays 

NOT VOTING-153. 
Brown 

. Burgess 
: Burke, Pa. 
; Byrnes, S. C. 

Currier 
Dalzell 
Danforth 
Daugherty 
Davenport 
Davidson 

Parran 
Sparkman 

Dyer 
Edwards 
Ellerbe 
Esch 

... ~:l~~~ild 

Garrett Kopp Morgan 
Glass Lafferty - Morse, Wis. 
Goldfogle · Lamb Murdock 
Gould · - Langham Nelson 
Guernsey Langley Nye 
Hamill Lawrence Olmsted 
Hamil ton, Mich. Legare Palmer 
Hamilton, W. Va. Lever Patten, N. Y. 
Hardwick Levy Pete1·s 
Harris Lewis Porter 
Hartman Lindsay Powers 
Haugen Littleton Pujo 
Hayes Loud Randell, Tex. 
.Helm McCall Redfield 
Henr~-, Conn. McGillicuddy Reyburn 
m~~~s M~~~~rey Okla. m~~cfa~son 
Hobson. McKenzie Roberts, Nev. 
Howell Ma coil Robinson 
Hughes, Ga. Madden Roddenbery 
Hughes, N. J. Martin, S. Dak. Rucker, Mo. 
Jackson Matthews Saba th 
Jones Moon, Pa. · · Saunders 
Kindred Moon, Tenn. Scully 
"Konop Moore; Tex. Sheppard 

Sherley 
Sherwood 
Slayden . 
Slemp 
Smith, J. M. C. 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Stack 
Stephens, Miss. 
Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thistlewood 
Thomas 
~rurnbull 
Underhill 
Vreeland 
Warburton 
Weeks 
Wilder 
Wilson. N. Y. 
Wood, N. J. 
Young, 'l'ex .. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. CLARK of Missouri, nnd he 

answered " No." 
· So the motion to concur was rejected. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 1\Ir. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall and listen-

ing when his name was called? · 
Mr. SLAYDEN. No. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring himself within 

the rule. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. SLAYDEN with Mr. !tiATTHEWS. 
]\fr. ROBINSON with Mr. DRAPER. 
1\fr. LEVER with Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
Mr. KINDRED with Mr. HIGGINS. 
Mr. HAMILL with Mr. LAFFERTY. 
Mr. CoLLIER with Mr. KoPP. 
Mr. BoomIB with Mr. SMITH of California. 
Mr. SABATH with l\1r. FARR. 
]\fr. LAMB with Mr. HAUGEN. 
1\fr. PETERS- with Mr. 1\f cC.ALL. 
On the vote : 
1\Ir. HUGHES of New Jersey (against) with Mr. JACKSON (to 

concur). 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from New 

York to concur having been defeated, that carries with it the 
proposition to disagree. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\1r. Speaker, I move to reconsider the 
votes and to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
l\Ir. U:~~ERWOOD. Now, 1\Ir. Speaker, I move the House 

ask for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
on the excise bill".' 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from .Alabama moves that 
the House ask for tt conference on the excise bill 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: 
Mr. UKDERWOOD, Mr. HULL, Mr. PALMER, Mr. PAYNE, and M'r. McCALL·. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOB HIS .A..PPROV .AL. 

Mr. CR.A VENS, from the Committee ·on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States for his approval the following bills: 

H. R. 1 041. .An act granting a franchise for the construction, 
maintenance, and operation of a street rnilway system in South 
Hilo, county of Ha wail, Territory of Ha i•aii i and 

H. R.16518 . .An act for the relief of the Fifth-Third Na-_ 
tional Bank of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title: 

S. J. Res.127. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to supply tents and rations to American citizens compelled 
to leave Me'Xico. 

SUGAR SCHEDULE. 

~~~h~·a. 
Borland 
Bradley 
Broussard 

· Callaway 
Campbell 
Cantl'ill 
Ca1·y 
Catlin 
Clark, Fla. 
Collier 
Cooper 
Covington 
Cox: Ohio 

De Forest 
Denver 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 
Dodds 
Draper 

· Driscoll, M. ID. 
Dupr(i 

Farr 
Ferris 
Fields 
Fitzgerald 

i, Focht 
Fordney 
Fornes 
Garner . 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, under the unanimous-con
sent agreement of last evening I ask to take_ from the Speaker's 
table the sugar bill for present consideration in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman .from .Alabama asks for the 
present consideratio:p. of the sugar l;>ill, the title of which the 

/ ;Clerk will report. 



" 

19-12, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 9919 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 21213) to amend an act entitled "An act . to provide 

revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries o! the United 
States, und for other purposes," approved August 5, 1909. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent for'its present consideration. 
. l\fr. MANN. That has already been given. I ask that the 
Senate amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend-
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
"That six months from and after the passage of this act there shall be 

levied, collected, and paid the rates of .duty which are prescribed in 
the paragraphs of this act upon the articles hereinafter enumerated, 
when imported from any foreign country into the United States or 
into any of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands and the 
islands of Guam and Tutuila), and the said paragraphs and sections 
shall constitute and be a substitute for paragraphs 216 a~d 217. of 
section 1 of an act entitled 'An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, 
and encourage the industries of the United States, and ·for other pur
poses,' approved August 5, 1909. 

" First. Sugars, tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice, melada, concen
trated melada, concrete, and concentrated molasses, testing by the 
polariscope not above 75°, ninety-five one-hundredths of 1 cent per 
pound, and for each additional degree shown by the J?Olariscope test, 
twenty-six one-thousandths of 1 cent per pound additional, and frac
tions of a degree in proportion ; molasses testing not above 40°, 20 
per cent ad valorem; testin13 above 40° and not above 56°, 3 cents 
per gallon; testing above 56 , 6 cents per gallon; sugar drainings and 
sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty as molasses or sugar, as 
the case may be, according to polariscope test: Provided, That every 
bag barrel, or parcel in which sugar testing by the polariscope less 
than 99° is packed shall be plainly branded by the manufacturer or 
refiner thereof with the name of such manufacturer or refiner, and the 
polariscope test of the sugar therein contained, accurately within one
half of 1 °, and a failure to brand any such bag, barrel, or parcel as 
herein required shall be deemed and taken to be a misbranding of 
food within the meaning of the act of June 30, 1906, entitled 'An act 
for preventing the D?anufacture, sale, .or transportati-0n of ~d.ulterated 
or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, med1cmes, and 
liquors and for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes.' 
And the requirements of this proviso shall not apply to a~y sl!gar 
shipped or delivered to a refiner to be refined before entermg mto 
consumption. 

" Second. Maple sugar and maple sirup, 4 cents per pound ; glucose 
or grape sugar, 1~ cents per pound; sugar cane in its natural state or 
unmanufactured, 20 per cent ad valorem; sugar cane defecated, shredded, 
artificially dried, or which has been subjected to any manufacturing or 
other process, 50 per cent ad valorem. . 

"Third. That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as 
to abrogate or in any manner impair or affect the provisions of the 
treaty of commercial reciprocity concluded between the United States 
and the Republic of Cuba on the 11th day of December, 1902, or the 
provisions of the act of Congress heretofore passed for the execution of 
the same, and that upon the taking effect of this act all acts and parts 
of acts in conflict with the pro-visions hereof shall be repealed." 

Mr. PAYNE. lVIr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have not a .Print of the 
bill before me, but I understand there is but one Senate amend
ment. 

Mr. PA.Y~TJD. That is all. 
The SPEAKER. That seems to be the case. 
.Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is that correct? 
The SPEAKER. That is correct. 
l\lr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman from New York 

desire to consume some time? 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to use about five minutes. 

The bill has not been printed, except in the RECORD, and I think 
a word or two in regard to the changes that have been made will 
not be amiss. The bill eliminates the Dutch standard of test of 
sugar. Dr. Wiley testified not long since that for 20 years thi~ 
test of the Dutch standard in color had not been used and had 
gone into an innocuous desuetude, and it made no difference 
whether it was used or not. On the contrary, there are some 
gentlemen who believe, with this test of color, there will come 
into use again what many of us remember from our boyhood 
days-an article of bright yellow sugar-that was bought by the 
fa.1.·mers of the country, the mechanics, and so forth, and used 
in the family and took the place of the present white sugar. I 
remember when Gov. Gear was a member.of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, when we were making the McKinley bill. 
He had a great deal to say in regard to restoring this sugar so 
that it might be purchased by the people of the country at a 
lower price than after going through ·the process of refining. 
Gentlemen believe this will restore that sugar to commerce of 
the country and consumption. If it does so, of course it would 
cheapen the price of sugar, and in order that people may know 
what kind of sugar they are ·buying when it is not refined, there 
is a provision in this bill that all packages containing sugan 

·under 99 degrees of purity ·shall be labeled under· the pure-food 
act, rmd that the penalties under that act ·shall apply so that 
the people of the country may know what sort of sugar they 

are buying and the degree of' purity of that sugar. That be
comes quite necessary, of course, if this sugar goes into use. 
This is not required for the sugar going into the refineries, 
because there is no · necessity for it, and, of course, that will 
save money in the cost of refining the sugar. Some people be
lieve it will save a good deal to the consumer. My faith is a 
little weak, but I am willing to accept that; and certainly there 
should be a difference in this sugar from that which goes in 
the melting pots to be refined. 

'Of course, gentlemen know sugar is produced in this countrv 
to the extent of 900,000 tons, 600,000 of beet sugar and 300,00(J 
of cane, and that the islands, including Hawaii, produce some 
800,000 or 900,000 tons. The total of the sugar that goes into 
the melting pots for refining is 2,800,000 tons, and 1,800,000 
tons of that sugar comes from Cuba at 20 per cent less than the 
duties proviqed for sugar coming from other countries. · In 191 O 
74,000 tons of sugar only were imported into this country which 
paid the full duty coming from other foreigri countries than 
Cuba. Last year it was 199,000 tons because of the shortage of 
the crop in Cuba. The domestic production in Cuba is restricted 
to sugar used in the United States. The present duty on sugar 
is ninety-five one-hundredths of a cent per pound on sugar 
which is 75 degrees and less, with an additional duty for each 
ridditional degree of purity of thirty-five one-thou~andths of 1 
cent per pound; or, to put it down in English, 95 cents a 
hundred pounds and 3?; cents additional for each additional 
degree of sugar over 75 degrees. This amendment fixes the 
duty of 95 cents a hundred pounds of the 75-degree sugar and 
adds 2.6 cents per hundred pounds for every additional degree, 
so that the duty on sugar of 99 or 100 degrees would be 1.60 per 
hundred pounds. Now it is 1.90, so with that degree of purity_ 
of sugar 30 cents a hundred pounds is the reduction. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\fr. PAYNE. I will have to ask five minutes more~ 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request · for the 

extension of the gentleman's time? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have never been able to under
stand why a majority of the Committee on Ways and Means 
are seeking to separate the United States from all other; civilized 
countries in the world by their endeavor to remove the duty 
on sugar and provide a revenue in some other way different 
from all other civilized countries. Every other civilized coun
try_ has a revenue duty on sugar. Great Britain has 40 cents 
per· hundred pounds, Denmark $1.22 per hundred pounds, and 
other counh·ies have a larger duty than the United States under 
the present law. 

It has always been recognized by economists as a splendid 
revenue duty, and never has it been departed from except for a 
short time under the McKinley bill, and under these circum
stances and because the tariff revenue laws were producing 
such an immense amount of revenue that we had bought up all 
the bonds in sight in order to dispose of it, and were deposit
ing the surplus of the Treasury in the national banks, and 
there was a great hue and cry over these accumulating deposits, 

. and we wei.'e seeking to reduce the revenue, we took the duty 
off of sugar and protected the interest by a bounty in 1890. I 
think that that was a ·mistake. I am perfectly willing to ac
knowledge it when I discover that I have made a mistake. I 
voted for that, but I think it was a mistake economically and 
politically. It was a mistake as a public matter and a public 
question. · 

Now this committee takes off the duty on sugar entirely after 
we have increased the production of beet sugar from some 
18,000 tons in 1890, when the McKinley bill was passed, to 
606,000 tons under the protection that sugar has enjoyed since. 
We have reached that point where we can see clearly that in a 
few years we can produce all the sugar used in the United 
States in our own domestic industries and our possessions. We 
can now produce it all in our own domestic industries and our 
islands, except with the addition of the sugar that comes from 
Cuba at a lower rate of duty. There was no one · demanding 
that the duty be taken off of the sugar except the sugar refiners, 
and they were very honest and frank about it. They said they 
wanted it because they wanted to destroy the beet-sugar in
dustry. Why? That came into market for three months in the 
year and interfered with their markets in the :Mississippi Val
ley. They marketed that "beet sugar right in our markets," 
as these refiners said, and they marketed it at a lower price, 
ancl consequently it cut down the price of the refined sugar, and 
it cut off the profits. So they were the ones who were asking 
before 1:he Hardwick committee that the duty should be· reduced 
or taken off of sugar entirely, just as they asked three· years 
ago from the committee over which I had the honor to preside. 
They wanted it all taken off. Then they could get along without 
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any differential duty on refining. This bill takes off 7! cents minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Tlie Chair 
a .hundred,_ the differential duty now that the refiner has had to hears none, and it is so ordered. 
protect him in the process of refining. He does. not need it. . · Mr:. UNDERWOOD. Mr:. Speaker, the propos.ition that is 
The amendment takes it off, and I hope the amendment will be · pending before the House is a Senate amendment to a House 
adopted.. · bill that places· sugar orr tfie- free list and will give to the 

'l?he SPEAKER. The time of the, gentlemaTu from New Yorlt American people a reduction of practfcnlly 2· cents a pound E>n 
has expired. suga~ In place of that tll.e Senate sends buck to the House an 

The SPEAKER. The question is on. agreeing to the amen.a_.. amendment removing the Dutch stan.dard; and! the differential 
ment. from the. present sugar scfied'Uie and reducing the present- tariff 

1\Ir. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas a:nd nays.. tax on sugar from $1.90 a hundred pounds to $1.60 a hundred 
l\fr. UNDERWOOD~ l\fr'_ Speaker, the gentlemrui from Wis- pounds. · . 

consin [Mr. LENROOT] wants five minutes. Now, .Mr. Speaker,. the only way in-which you. cnn reduce the 
The SPEAKER. The gentlema.ti. rroin Wisconsin is recognized price of sugar is: to produce- competition.. and I am sa.tisfioo in 

for five minutes. my own: mind and from the testimony of everybody that I hn..ve 
M1~. LJJ!NROOT- 1\.Ir: Speaker, if the- Democratic majority heard: on this- subject that the reduction of this rate in. this bill 

desired tariff legisla.tion for' the purpose of relieving taxation from $1.90 to $1.60 would not brfni;· about that competition 
.of the.American people,, they wol:rld vote- to concur in this amend- which would reduce the pr:ice. of. sugaD to the American people. 
ment now. They have no suclL desire, however. It has been .AildJ yet the Senate· bill will · cost the Treasury of the Urnted 
made plain that their pressing of ta:riff legislation is for politi- States $5,500,000 annually in loss of revenue. . 
cal purposes only, and it has been made- especially pl.aini to-day Now., why should we incur a loss of $5;500,000 of reTenue to 
b.y the remarks 0:11 the gentleman from New York [Mr. HAR,. the Treasury that will go into the coffers of the sugar refiners; 
RI.BON], c.qncerning which I want to make a few comments. and nobody else, · unless you are going to reduce the price of 

He stated very frankly-I commend him for his candor and : SUO'ar to. the American. consumet?' 
I ha.ve no do.ubt that he spoke for a majDrity of the Members I am not in favo1 .. of. the Senate bill . . I do not th.ink that any 
on that side of the aisle-that he was not in favor of. any tariff man tliat is in favo~ of a real reduction in the- cost of livfug to 
1egislation going to . the. President of the United States unless the American people can stand f<rr this- bill unde~ any circum
that legislation was: framed according to Democratic principles. stances. You pas · this bill and let it become a la\V, anCL what 
Now, the gentle-man knows that any t::uiff legislation: going to will be the result? Before· 6 days IIa-vfr passed you will find. 
the President of the- United. States based upon a tariff for that sugar. is selling to your constituents a.t the same price as 
revenue only will meet with. a presidential veto,. and tlm- gen- 1 it is to-day, and you. will have given to the refiners of sugars 
tleman stated that he 1n·eferred. to wait until after the 4tli ot in1 thi'S country $5,500,000 out of the Treasury of thfr United 
next March before seriuusly attempting any ta.riff rev.ision, be- States: 
cau e. then. he coula se~ure the legislation squarely along Demo- That is the legis-la.tion that the gentleman frGm New York 
cratic lines. Now,. r want ta- ask: the. other s.ide, Mr. Speaker, [Mr . . PAYNE] and the· gentlemarr from Wisconsin [Mr-. LEN
if that is so, why they have pressed this 1.egislation at all. B?O'l!] want you to a~ee to. [Appla-use on the Democmtic 
[.Applause on the Republican side.} Can they claim that they sid:~.] If you a.re gomg to depri:v.-e· .the Government 0:£ the. 
have been in good faith in doing so? Why was- this bill r~ Umted Sta~es .of its revenu~, then I say do it in such a way 
ported out from. the Committee on Ways am:l M.ea.ns if they that the .American peoJ;Jle '!'1TI .get the benefit of the reduction. 
are in good faith and if the· gentleman from New York spoke [Applause- OIL the Democratic Slde.] 
for th-e Democratic majority! He knows that tmless this bilL D-01 not let U::t ga to the count:uy with any subterfuge. Let us 
goes to, the President carrying protective· duties it will meet make an honest reduction. If you agree- to t~e bills. that we 
with a veto, and he knows that any oill meeting with a. vet9 11~ve p~ssed , that we. have: offered to a Republican Senate, we 
denies any relief to the American people. So, Mr. Speaker, will relieve the American.. people o,t $~5,000,000 o:f. burden that 
those of us upon. this side of the- aisle, who· are ill favor of real rests ?n them. to-?ay fly reason ?.ti this _sugar .tax ~applause. on 
tariff revision propose by tllei11 votes this afternoon to say that 1 the ~mocratrn .side]! and we will put m place of it an excise
we intend to reduce the c:ost of living to the American people ' tax bill that will raise $60,000,000 and more than compensate 
now while you gentlemen on the other side pi:opose to wait th~ Treasury for the loss of the tax that we remove from 
until next year. [Applause on the Republican side.l sugar. We remove that tax of $115,000,000 from the American 

Now,. Ur. Speak.en,, the gentleman. made another statement. people. and the- eonsuming masses of t~e American people,. and 
H e saic1 that. it was the. consumers arul not the producers of the we ~lace that tax on the, wealth of this coun~y,. .that can well 
country that sent the Democratic majority here. Mr. Speaker,. · beru.: the. bm:de~. [Ap:pl~use on the Democratic side.J 
I know of but two classes of people in this country wh0 are not i That is-y tlie issue which the gen~emen on that side of the 
producei·s but ara consumers only. They are the idle ri<;h and Hous~ ask yo~ to-day t~ C?mpronnse. .ca~ you go to you.I' 
the hoboes, concei'Iling whom my friend from Illinois [Mr. con.s:rtuents with a compromise of that ~nd · 

· FowLiml has often.. spoken so very eloquently [aprilause on the ~r. LON.GWORTH. 1\11'·? Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
Republican side], and it wa.s 'a ma:tter of cons-ideral:He surpris.e for a question at that pomt · a • 
to me to have the gentleman from New York [l\Ir. !IA.R:&rsoNJ The SPE..A..KER. Does the ::;entleman yield 't 
assert that it was thuse classes-the idle rich and the hobo- M~. UNDERWOOD. I . ~o. 
that furnished the Democratic majority upon. that sicre of the Mr. LO~GWORT~. Is it not a ~act .th:it al1 but. t:vo ?f the 

· 1 [A 1 th Republican side ] But l\fr: Speaker gentleman s. own. pm:ty voted for this precise proposition. m the 
a1s e. PP a use on e . . ' . . ' ' Senate? 
~e must remember that th~ gentl~ma.n comes from ~e great Mr. UNDERWOOD I do not know wha.t the vote in the ·· 
~1ty of New York, and he is unf:ur ~o the Democratic Party Senate is, or was,. and I am not responsibie for it. 
m the country as a w~oler ~ecau~e _I know a: great Illlllly good Mr. COX ofi Indiana And you do n.ot care. 
D emocrats who are neither i~e. rich or .hoboes. _ :a.fr. UNDERWOOD.. I lmow what the vote of this House is, . 

. But, Mr. Spea~er, one other illustration to ,show the attitude- and this House represents the only. Democratic ,body that is iii 
of the Democratic Party. Nearly two montns ago we had a authority. in this Government. [Applause· on the Democratic 
s teel schedule come back to ~his House with a reciprocity re- side.] 
peal attached to it. I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoNGWO:&TH] 

There was an opportunity for you upon that side of the aisle- that this sugar bill that was passed by this House and this 
if you are sincere in wanting tariff revision n.ow~to have con- excise bill have met the approval of the Democratic Party Jn 
curred in that Senate amendment. It has gone into conference,. its convention.. Tu the highest trihunal of the party these bills 
and has been sleeping there for 60 days, and will sleep there. have received. the approval of the Democratic masses of the 
until the end of the session; and you on that sicie of the aisle people. [A:.pplause rui the Democratic side.] 
have now made a record of- the fact that you prefer these high Mr. LONGWORTH. Do I understand that the. Members of 
tariff duties upon steer products .rather than to repeal reef- the gentleman's party in the other body are out of touch with 

. p1·ocity. You are wedded to tile reciprocity issue, but you will the Democratic sentiment in this country? 
find ne~ Novemb~ th_at as· to many, man:'I'.' of you on that side· Mr.. UNDERWOOD. r am not responS1'ble for their· action. 
of' the ~usle ~u will w1sh you could forget it. [Applause on the. I am not here to speak fot· them, l;mt I am here to speak for 
R epubbcan side.} the Democratic Party in this House' on this question. [.Ap-

Mr. :UNDERWOOD. !Ur-. . Speaker, unless some g~tleman o:r;i· . plause on the Democratic- side.] .And I say that it would· be a 
. that side of the House desires to speak, I would like to ask i;epudiation of. the promises that we have made to the people, 
.unanimous consent to close debate in five minutes. · as confirmed b:.¥ our ·convention, unless we insisted that the 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [.Mr . UNDlIB- _relief that we have demanded. for the American people should 
wooD} asks· unn.nimous- consent that the debate· be closed fu five'- be honestry carried out. [Applause on the Democratic side.I 
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The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has .._~xpirect.~ 

The question is on concurring in the S~na,te ji,menqmeJ?,t. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-ye~s 84, nays 144,-

answered "present" 7, not voting 155, as follows: · 

Anderson, Minn. 
Austin 
Barchfeld 
Bowman 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Calder 
Cannon 
Copley 
Crngo 
Davis, Minn. 
Focht 
Foss 
French 
Fuller 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gillett 
Good 
Green, Iowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Griest 

Adair 
Adamson 
.Akin, N. Y. 
AJexander 
Allen 
Anderson, Ohio 
Ans berry 
Ashbrook 
Bathrick 
Beall, Tex. 
Blackmon 
Boehne 
Brantley 
Broussard 
Buchanan 
Bulkley 
Burke, Wis. 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Candler 
Carlin 
Carter 
Claypool 
Clayton 
Cline 
Connell 
Conry 
Cox, Ind. 
Cravens 
Cullop 
Curley 
Davis, W. Va. 

· Dent 
Dickinson 
Difenderfer 

Browning 
Butler · 

Aiken, S. C. 
Ainey 
Ames 
Andrus 
Anthony 
Ayres 
Barnhart 
Ilartholdt 
Bartlett 
Bates 
Bell, Ga. 
Berger 
Booher 

.Borland 
Bradley 
Brown 
Burgess 
Burke, Pa. 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Callaway 
Campbell 
Can trill 
Cary 
Catlin 
Clark, Fla. 
Collier 
Cooper 
Covington 
Cox, Ohio 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Curry 
Dalzell 

·Danforth 
Daugherty 
Davenport 
Davidson 
De Forest 
Denver 

YEAS-84. 
Hanna McLaughlin Sloan 

Smith, Saml. W. 
Speer 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sulloway 

Hawley McMorran 
Heald Mann 
Helgesen Miller 
Howland Mondell 
Hughes, W. Va. Moore, Pa. 
Humphrey, Wash. Mott 
Kahn Needham 
Kendall Norris Sulzer 
Kennedy Patton, Pa. 
Kent Payne 

Switzer 
Taylor, Ohio 
Tilson Kinkaid, Nebr. Pickett 

Know land Plumley Towner 
Lafean Pray Utter 
Lafferty Prouty Vare 

Wedemeyer 
Willis 

La Follette Rees 
Lenroot Roberts, Mass. 
Longworth Rodenberg 
McCreary · Rucker, Colo. 

Wilson, Ill. 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, Kans. 
Young, Mich. 

McKinley Sells 
McKinney - Simmons 

NAYS-144. 
Dixon, Ind. 
Donohoe 
Doremus 
Doughton 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Estopinal 
Evans 
Fergusson 
Finley 
Flood, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Foster 
Fowler 
Francis 
Gallagher 
George 
Godwin, N. C. 
Goeke 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Graham · 
Gray 
Gregg, Pa. 
Gregg, Tex. 
Gudger 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hardy 
Harrison, Miss. 
Harrison, N. Y. 
Hay 
Hayden 
Heflin 
Henry, Tex. 
H ensley 
Holland 

Houston Rainey 
Howard Raker 
Hull Ransdell, La. 
Humphreys, Miss. Rauch 
Jacoway Reilly 
James Robinson 
Johnson, Ky. Rothermel 
Johnson, S. C. Rouse 
Jones Rubey 
Kinkead, N. J. Russell 
Kitchin Shackleford 
Konig Sharp 
Korbly Sims 
Lee, Ga. Sisson 
Lee, Pa. Slayden 
Lindbergh Small 
Linthicum Smith, Tex. 
Littlepage Stanley 
Lloyd Stedman 
Lobeck Stephens, Nebr. 
McCoy Stephens, Tex. 
McDermott Stone 
McKellar Sweet 
Maguire, Nebr. Talcott, N. Y. 
Maher Taylor, Colo. 
Martin, Colo. Thayer 
Morrison Townsend 
Moss, Ind. 'l'ribble 
Murray Tuttle 
Neeley nderwood 
Oldfield Watkins 
Padgett Whitacre 
Page White. 
Pepper Wilson, Pa. 
Post Witherspoon 
Pou The Speaker 

ANSWERED 
Dwight 

"PRESENT "-7. 

Hill 
Mays 
Parra n 

NOT VOTING-155. 
Dickson, Iiss. 
Dies 
Dodds 
Draper 
DrJscoll, M. E. 
Dupre 
Dyer 
Edwards 
Ellerbe 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Faison 
Farr 
F erris 
Fields 
Fitzgerald 
Fordney 
Fornes 
Garner 
Garrett · 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Gould 
Guernsey 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamilton, W. Va. 
Hardwick 
Harris 
Bartman 
Haugen 
Hayes 
H elm 
Henry, Conn. 
Higgins 
Hinds 
Hobson 
Howell 
Hughes, Ga. 
Hughes, N..J. 

Jackson 
Kindred 
Kon op 
Kopp 
Lamb 
La ngham 
J ... angley 
Lawrence 
Legare 
Lever 
Levy 
Lewis 
Lindsay 
Littleton 
Loud 
McCaJl 
l\1cGillicuddy 
McGuire, Okla. 
McHenry 
McKenzie 
Macon 
Madden 
Martin, S. Dak. 
Matthews 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Moore, Tex. 
Morgan 
Morse, Wis. 
Murdock 
Nelson 

~r~sted 
O'Shaunessy 
Palmer 
Patten, N. Y. 
Peters 
Porter 
Powers 

Volstead 

Prince 
Pujo 
Randell, Tex. 
Redfield 
Reyburn 
Richardson 
Riordan 
Roberts, Nev. 
Roddenbery 
Rucker, Mo. 
Saba th 
Saunders 
Scully 
Sheppard 
Sherley 
Sherwood 
Slemp 
Smith, J.M. C. 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Sparkman 
Stack 
Stephens, Miss. 
Taggart 
Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thistlewood 
Thomas 
Turnbull 
Underhill 
Vreeland 
Warburton 
Webb 
Weeks 
Wilder 
Wilson. N. Y. 
Wood, N. J. 
Young, Tex:. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. . 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. CLARK of Missouri, and be 

voted in the negative. 
So the motion of Mr. PAYNE to concur in the Senate amend-

ments was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
l\fr. SA.UNDERS with Mr. CURRY. 
Mr. O'SHAUNESSY with Mr. PRINCE. 
Mr. REDFIELD with Mr. BABTHOLDT. 
On this vote : 
Mr. CoVINGTON (against) with Mr. EscH (to concur). 
Mr. HuGI.:rns of New Jersey (against) with Mr. JACKSON (to 

concur). 
For the balance of the day : 
Mr. WEBB with l\fr. VOLSTEAD. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from New 

York [l\fr. PAYNE] to concur is lost, which is equi"valent to a 
vote to nonconcur. 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
ask a · conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker announced as con
ferees on the part of the Honse Mr. UNDERWOOD, l\Ir. HARRISON 
of New York, l\fr. KITCHIN, l\Ir. PAYNE, and l\Ir. McCALL. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
l\fr. Ul\-"DEHWOOD. Mr. ' Speaker, I move that the House .do 

now adjourn. 
The motion was a.;reed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 56 

minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes
day, July 31, 1912, at 12 o'clock noon. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON ·PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, · bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows : 

l\fr. HAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the joint resolution ( S. J. Res. DD) authorizing 
the President to reassemble the court-martial which on August 
16, 1911, tried Ralph I. Sasse, Ellicott H. Freeland, Tattnall D. 
Simpkins, and James D. Christian, cadets of the Corps of Cadets 
of the United States Military Academy, and sentenced them, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re
port (No. 1116), which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

1\Ir. HA.i..\lLIN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
-Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 25035) grant
ing to the Ozark Power & Water Co. authority to construct a 
dam across White River, .l\Io., reported the same with.out ai:nend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1114), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

l\Ir. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
26007) to authorize the building of a dam across the Coosa 
River, in Alabama, at a place suitable to the interest of naviga
tion about 7! miles above the city of Wetumpka, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1115), 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calandar. 

1\Ir. PEPPER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 8141) to further increase the 
efficiency of the Organized Militia of the United States, and for 
other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1117), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS Al\"'D 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII: 
Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Claims, to which 

was referred the bill (S. 3452) for the relief of Drenzy A. 
Jones and John G. Hopper, joint contractors for surveying Yo
semite Park boundary, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1113), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. · 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen .. 

sions was discharged from the c9nsideration ·of the bill (H. R~ 
18531) granting a pension to Alloyed 1\1. Smith and the same. 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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PUBLIC BILLS. RESOLUT-IONS. AND MEMORIALS. -
Under clause 3 of· Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo

rials were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. HOBSON: l\. bill (H. R. 26043) providing for the 

construction, erection, maintenance, and operation of a dam 
across the Sipsey Ri"ver, in Pickens Oounty, Ala., for the pur
po~e of the development of water power; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Ur. COVINGTON: A bill (H. R. 26044) to authorize aids 
to navigation and other works in the Lighthouse Service, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. -

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 26045) to establish a ubport of 
entry and delivery at Fort Bragg, in the State of California; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 26046) granting to the Atchi
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Oo. a right of way through 
the Fort Wingate Military Reservation in New Mexico, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By l\fr. CURLEY: A bill (H. R. 26047) establishing compen
sation of certain customs officials; to the Committee on · Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. AKIN of New York: Resolution (H. Res. 652) request
ing information from the Secretary of the Interior and Secre
tary o'f Agriculture; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Al o, resolution (H. Res. 653) requesting information from 
the Secretary of Agriculture; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BA.ROHFELD: A· bill (H. R. 26048) for the relief of 

the estate of Richard W. Meade, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of .Missouri: A bill (H . .R. 26049) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph A.. Lupton; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OR.AGO: A bill (H. R. 26050) granting a pension to 
Lennie Anne ShUnk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 26051) grant
ing a pension to John Kennedy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill.(H. R. 26052) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret L. Ramsey; to the Commit
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (H. R. 26053) to correct the mili
tary record of William A. Blades; to the Committee on Military 
.Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 26054) for the relief 
of the estate of John M. Wright, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 26055) granting a pension to 
Samuel H. Barr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26056) . granting a pension to Minnie J. 
Cotrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 26057) for the relief 
of Mathias Keith; to the Committee on 1\filitary Affairs. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 26058) granting a pen
sion to 1\Iargaret Prescott; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of llule XXII, :petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CURRY: Petition of citizens within the Fort Sumner 

(N. l\Iex.) Jand district, favoring the withdrawal of the clause 
in the sundry civil appropriation bill abolishing the office of the 
receiver of the land office; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By "Mr. FULLER: Petition of W. Atler Burfee, against pas
sage of the Bourne parcel-post bill; to the Committee on the 
Post Office- and Post Roads. 

By l\Ir. HARTMAN : Petition of the St. Augustine Board of 
Trade, of St. Augustine, Fla., favoring passage of bill providing 
that powder-house lot be used as a park by the city of St. 
Augustine; to the Committee on .Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. l\fOTT: Petition of the Boa.rd of Trade of St. .Augus
tine, Fla.., for turning over of Government property for city 
park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER : Petition of W. Atlee Burpee, of Philadel
phia, Pa., against passage of the Bourne pa.reel-post bill; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the committee of Wholesale Grocers, New 
York, favoring reduction of tariff on all raw and refined sugar; 
to the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

-SENATK 
WEDNESDAY, July 31, 191£. 

..P.rayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings. ' 
Mr. LODGE. I ask that the further reading of the Journal 

be dispensed with. · 
Mr. OULBERSON. I object. . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The 

reading will proceed. 
The Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal. 
Mr. SMOOT. I ask .unanimous consent that the further 

read.illg of the Journal be dispensed with. 
Mr. LODGE. Objection has been made. 
The- PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection has been made to 

the request. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will be read. 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 

Journal, and it was approved. 
. RADIO COMMUNICATION (S. DOC. NO. 888). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor submitting 
an estimate of appropriation in the sum of $27,880 to carry out 
the laws enacted concerning radio communication and the in
ternational convention upon the subject ratified at the present 
session of Congress, which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered t6 be 
printed. · 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. 0. South, 
its Chief Clerk, · announced that the House had passed the bill 
( S. 5309) to amend section 3 of the act of Congress approved 
May 14., 1880 (21 Stat. L., 140), with amendments, in ·which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED JOINT BESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions, and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

S. J. Res. 122. Joint resolution providi.ng for the payment of 
the expenses of the Senate in the impeachment trial of Robert 
W. Archbald; and 

S. J. Res.127. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to supply tents and rations to American citizens compelled 
to leave Mexico. 

PETITION. 

l\Ir. HITCHCOCK presented a petition of ·Local Lodge No. 
349, Brotherhood of Railway Oar Men of America, of South 
Oma.ba, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called injunc
tion limitation bill, which was referred to the Oom.m.fttee on the 
Judiciary. · 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 7349) for the relief of Sargeant 
Prentiss Knut, administrator of the estate of Haller Knut, de
ceased, asked to be discharged from its further consideration 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims, which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 19339) granting public lands to the 
cities of Boulder and Canon Oity, -in the State of Colorado, for 
publi.c-park purposes, reported it without amendment and sub
mitted a report (No. 992) thereon. 

He also, from the ·same committee, to which was referred the 
bill ( H. R. 20498) for the relief of certain homesteaders in 
Nebraska, reported it with an amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 993) thereon. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 14333) for the relief of John John
son, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 994) thereon. · 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill ( S. 7197) for the relief of the heirs of L. A .. Davis, submittecl 
an adverse report (No. 995) thereon, which was agreed to and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ROOT, from the Committee on Foreign Re1ations, to which 
was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 123) authorizing 
the President -0f the United States to invite foreign Govern
ments to send representatives to the Fourth International Con
gress on School Hygiene, rei>orted it without amendmen~. 
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